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The Preface. 


ToSZ@>qErufing with a fad heart and conſcience, deſirous 
(6 #2 of Information the Papers made publike by the 
I xe! Defenders of both ſides in this wofull diviſion ; 
$2, £& \ I founddivers ofthem runningour into irrecon- 
cileable extreawes : among which this Reſol- 
ver, the Authour of the fuller Anſwer, and the Divines plea- 
ding for Defenſive Armes were the chief. In which I concet- 
ved there were paſſages contrary to all true policie, and the 
particular Frame ofthis State, Hereon a defire of allaying 
mens ſpirits, andireducing them to a moderate compliance in 
one Truth induced me to a compoſing of that Treatiſe, In 
which how farre IT have attained my ayme, I leave it tothe 
world to judge. 
| A 2 Zut 
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HU 
Bat-icfals.outwith me, as ir did with Moſes kavartny ©. 


to ſerat-one his contentious Brethren, I have hard words 


cenſures laid on me for my4labour. . This Dofour tels me , I 


-have ſoyne ſeeds of ſedition, opened a:way to Rebellion, and 


termes mennen mana. Burro whom Iam engaged; tv. 
Ito Tru, s 0w.Nct : Engaged indeed I am: rodefend 
the Kings Supremacie againſt one part by my 0ath of Allegs- 
ance; andengaged to defend the Priviledges of Parliament, 
and lawfull Liberties of es ls againſt the other part,by 
myFrote#tatios : beyond theſe I know none, and periaps if 
this cenfarerknew my- condition, he would acknowledge as 
much. No, thoſe men arerather engaged, whom, ayming ar 
Miters and a dominion over their fellows Presbyters, it-much con- 
cernes to-provethe Power of Kings wnl;ited.thar ſo they may 
beabletoſatisfie theirwlmruixeddefires, and uphold them in a 
haudlefie juriſdiction overtheconſciences of men, but for this 
Door, Iknow him not, Ijudge him nor: 

Then,for Sedition and Rebellion; The ſearcher of all hearts 
knowes how farre they were from being theſcope of that-dif- 
courſe, rather it was an utmoſt aflay of appealipent;by ſhewing 
the wey toadilcreer moderation... Theſe Maſters of contro- 
vere take a right-courſe to ſubvert the Kingdom by diſputing 
men-into zdegree-of Oppolition beyond all Atronement, for 
a5 Lam perſwaded the high ſptritof Kings will rather incurre 
the worſt hazzard then ſubmutto ſuch termes, as to be Yuiwer- 
{es winores, thatss, fubjet ro chew Subjects, common ſervants. 
andOfficers.of their Kiagdomes, tryed up to anablolute nece(- 
Kty ofaſſenting to theDererminations and Votes of the Srares: 
So Tam as confident; tharcheſe.cyo Britth Nations, yeavery 
nnany-now being i6 bis Majeſties Armies, witl ipend their laſt 
blond aather —— _ _ —_ rennes., {c. 4 
werrepaſſrvenen refifrence ive mitruments-of Arbi- 
traric << rn a ſimple. morall. liberty, whick the baſeft 
ſlaves; 
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flaves in the Turks gallies enjoy, becauſe ir cannotbe taken 


from them. _ an dlibe: 
- For my part, I'doenorreckon my li liberty worth (© 
aanbabadag 


for; burthe libertie of my Country is deare to. 


me:"The eſtabliſhed Government is deare tome; becaule in it 
is bound up Religion, the publicke Good, _=_ the very Title 
of the King rothis Crowne. Theſe I plead foragainſt aman, 
whoby hisunconſcionable refolves of Conſcience,hath done 
what by a pen can be done, to diffolve them :- who- in three 


whole books hath undertaken the Parronage of Subverters of 
Religion, Laws and Government:and thinksit worth his pains. 


if hecan procure them an irrefiſtibilitie. 


Ithought Thad weighed out. Trurh to both ſorts with {6 e-- 


ven 2ballance in cthatT reatiſe,that none had any cauſe to com- 
aine, Bur, I ſee, this man muſt haveall goe his owne way : 
He. hath a high deſigne, no-lefle then a-full conqueſtof all 
States, To bind the Gb and' hands of Nations, .and- 
deliverthem up to the Executioner to inflicton themthe capi- 
tall doom of ſubverſion, ifat any timethe ſupreme Magiſtrate 
pleaſe to give the word. To this purpoſe having made ſome 
animadverſions on ſcattered paſſages of my Book.. He is plea- 
ſedro publiſh them under the ſtile of a Reply-, I may well call 
it a zegative Reply. He denies what I have aſſerted , and layes 
downe-his owne contradictorie Notions, and that-is all ; no 
Scripture nor Reaſon, but what is fully anſwered in-my for- 
mer: It is ſobollow a diſcourſe, tharanordinary eye may ſee 
through it; wichourthe light of any further Anſwer , yet be- 
cauſe he gives me occaſion of fuller illuſtration, and juſtifying 
my ſuppoſals ; and diſcovering the vanity othis, I have made 
him this Return, in which I have to my knowledge, leftunan- 
ſwered no paſſage of moment which concernes me, inhis Re- 
ply ; other parts of it have Ileftuntouched for themro whom 


they belong, S 
Y. ong A | 3: % And: 
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Andnow with proſtrate humility T'beſeech that ſacred Au- 
thoritie, which here againe, is made the matter of this diſpute, 
not to.impute iniquity.untomepreſuming,for Truth and Con- 
ſcience ſake, to make inquiries into it, The Sun-beames ſtrike 
not dead thepoor Mathematician, who ſtanding on this mole- 
hill, aſſaies by his-inſtruments totake. the dimenſions of thar 


glorious bodie. Yea the great God of Power permits men | 


without the guilt of fin, to ſearch into his PerfeQtions, and to 
ſer, not poſitive, yet negative bounds to —_— it ſelfe. 
Let not then his Vicegerentbeincenſed to diſdain,if we ſearch 


intothe limits of his Power. Ienvienot it's extent, let it be as 


large asTruth and Law canſtretch it : And my dutie binds me 
to beleevethat he would not have it larger. Princes require a 
reaſonable ſubje&ion, and that is beſt*performed where tt. » 


nature and meaſure of Power is beſt knowne : which to find | 


out is all the drift of my former and this Treatiſe, unto which 
now we will pafſeover. 


THE 


>_> OS —— — —— DU CCCC————_— CTC 


The Contents of the ſeverall Chapters 


and Sections, 


Cuavy. I. 


aHE Caſe miſ-propoſed by the Doffor in his Reſolu: 
| A tion, Set.1. Hrs uncharitable raſh Cenſures. His 
| » Intents in this Reply come not home to the Caſe in 


uelſtion, Seft.2. How far Scripture proofe is to 
e -aerb in theſe Ca ab Soka prof 
| Chap.2.. 1n the Queſtion of Reſiſtance the Doctors Diſtinition 
of Times and Perſons is vaine, How farre Reſiſtance # aſſerted by 
me in this and the former Treatiſe _. | | 
Chap.3. The Doctor and other of- his ſort abuſe Scripture in 
this Queſtion, Se&t.1. Scripture warranting this reſiſtance : but 
having not a wordagainſt it. The Dottor iu words profeſſing a+ 
gainſt Abſoluteneſſe, but indeed pleading for it,, Se&t.2. Go- 
vernment not only from God : but ſubordinately from the people—, 
Se&t.3. Irreſiſtibleneſſe a Conſequent of Abſoluteneſſe. Limited 
Monarchie is in the very Power, Set.q4. Mixture muſt be in the 
very Power. The Doctors ſtrange and ſenceleſſe conceit of Mixture, 
Sect.5 . Conqueſt gives no morall title before conſent Se.6, 
Chap. 4. The Dodtors waine and falſe ſuppoſals about Gods 
Ordinance in Soveratgnty, It doth not exclude Limitation of 
Power, 


The Contents. 


Poiwty, Seft.1; His falſe ſuppoſals about the Nature and Quality = 
of Lim "angry  (alſe ſappoſels yay ag 
alcwy of chic Kinglime Lined is the 


Chap.9s. Hi nine Reaſons againſt Reſiftance anſwered,Seft.1, 
The fooe reaſons for Reſiſtance made good, Set.2. The Dottor re- 
cedes from his firſt Aſſertions, And yeilds ms the Qucſtion. No evils 
follow this Refiftamce ,, but many#3 dexiall, Sect. 2. The Conclu- 
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Guat. L 
An Anſwer tothe firſt Seition of his Reply. 


& HE firſt Seftion containes his Preface, where p,2, He 
BE taxcs me, that I looke not with a ſingle eye on What he 
\ hath Written, miſconſtruing it many times : but 
, Whether I have ſo done or no, 1t will be manifeſt in the 

{equell. Then more then once, he cenſures me for being 


| ” ous 


AU Zong Tek, s, 
engaged. What engagements I have, appeares before in my Preface : 
But, I ſet up my reft upon a groundleſſe fancie of ſuch a mixture and 
conſtitution of this Monarchy, &c. Whoſe1tuppoſals are groundlefle 
fancies, his or mine, I doubt not will fully appeare in this entuing dif- 
courſe, Neither had I any other purpole to which I have ficted that 

B Treatile 
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. The Vindication of the Treatiſe of Monarchy, 
Treatiſe then the ſimple nliag.car of truth, God knowes how ever 


the Doctor pleaſeth co cenſure of my heart,, Viewing this 
Reſolvers diſcourſe, for the fatisfaftionof my conſcience, I found ic con- 


 faſed, and not approaching the Caſe which now troubles the world : 
Men 


enquire about the Lawfulneſſe of Reſiſtance of Inſtruments : He 
anſwers, concerning Reſiſtance of the King: Men demand, Whether 
of ſubverſive Inſtrumenrs be the Refiſtance of Gods Ordi. 
dinance forbidden, Row. 13. He ſuppoſeth that whichis the Queſtion ; 
and makes, that the ground of his Reſolve which is the ſole thing ar 


which the conſcience ſcraples, - This put me on a Diſcourſe of Monar- 


chy,. that ſo-by adiltiat conſidering of Repangs of trne Pohicie, I 
"pg both ſatisfic my ſeclfe and others :: a 

xces,.. ſeriqully. deſiring found infarmation to be either puzled or 
miſled by ſo confule and indire& a Reſolution. Yet ſomething there is 
which helikes-in mezthat is,as much as ſerves his own turne. I doe With 
much ingenuity diſclaime, and with no leſſe reaſon confute ſeverall 
Aſſertions of other Wrzters,c.inp.z. Would he couldas.well have ſeen 
my cpnfutation of his,.as of other errours :. What I have faid againſt 
him,.as it proceeds from theTame imparrtall ſpirit, ſoit containes the 


ſame truth ;; as, Idoubr not, the jgdicious Reader will diſcerne. But yet 


T hold the ground on.Which their Abſurdaſſertions are raiſed, (c. that 


the Mix tore is in the Supremacie of Power, only F4 gove the K ing, | 


apicen poteſtatis, the top or-excellency of Power, that is, the King is 
the crown or top of the head, oc. Thus is he pleaſed tojeere me, bur 
how juſtly,ic will hereafterappeare. And wheras I place the Authority 
of determining the laſt conttovetſies:in a mixt. Government, not in the 
two Hoales, Sis | 

the King ; This he exclaimesagainſt, .as a ready way to confuſion, but 
why,.and how it is {o, hexells us nor ; . only promiſeth .to.ſpeake of it 
ewore below nat where. that be/ow is, I cannot find. .. 


#he Conſciences of miſled people, romobing the nnlawfulne ſ, + þ Armes- 
41S pr the very 

The Cafe whichhe ſhould have xelolved, ithe had done any thing, = 
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not ſuffer mens conſ{ci-- 


he commends in me : .bar thac Idoenac aſcribe it to 


The Vindication of the Treatiſe of Monarchy. 
touching the unlawfulneſſe of Armes now taken ainſt ſubverting 
inſtruments of the Government of the Kenben _—_ that the ne 
ſiiog of theſe isa Reſiſting of the King; No wonder it he who ſhootes 
at a wrong marke looſeth all his arrowes. This wrong propoſing and 
proſecuting of ſo weighty a caſe ( which I'doubt was purpolely done ) 
et me firſt on work in this buſinefle, Heare then the caſe more ſimply 
propoſed : and I refer me to the conſciences of men, whether I come 
not neerer the truth of ir, then this proponent hath done. + The Houſes 
declare Religion and eſtabliſhed Government to be in apparent dan- 
ger;by meanes of ſome ſubverſive Connſellours and Inſtruments about 
the King. This being ſuppoſed, they proceed according to Yote to the 
Ordinance and execution of the M+/:t14,fo to reſiſt and apprehend thoſe 
Counſdllours and-Inſtruments from whom they had declared the dan- 
ger to ſpring. This put on the DoRtor to his firſt booke, to re6/ve the 
conſciences of men, that it was unlawtull : Now ſee what courſe he 
tels us he took to refolve men in this caſe. He undertakes to make good 
two Aſſertions. 1- Were the King, (6 ſaduced, it Were mat ſafe to 
beare part in the reſiſtance of Armes now uſed againſt him. 2. That 
the caſe ts not ſo, as they ſuppoſe, but rather apparently contrary. In 
the proofe of theſe two, he ſpends his whole book, Concerning the lat- 
ter 1 intend no controverſie with the Dotor : Wonld he could make it 
cleare to the ſatisfaction of the conſciences of all men; that were the 
way indeed not only to fatistie mens conſciences, but co calme the 
Kingdome into a bleſſed peace. But the Doftor is but light in that 
part ; and fayes nothing, but what,as appeares in the Debate.in the end 
of my Treatiſe, may foone be anſwered out of the Declarations of the 
Houſes, and the frelh memory of paſt occurrents : And in this reply he 
kath not ſo much as touched upon that Chapt. of my book : Bur that 
which in. his firſt Tra he mainely, and in this Reply he (olely labours 
to make good is the firſt Aſſerri9n, which is a univerſall one,and wor- 
thiy cobe examined in all Ages and Governments, whatloever becomes 
of this preſent contention 12 this Kingdome. Now concernipg that 
Thefis, in my Treatiſe of Monarchy I have attirmed and confirmed two 
things. 1. That if he could make it good, yet it were nothing to the 
buſineſſe he hath undertook ; which i tb fatisfhe the conſcience con- 
cerning the Unlawfulnefſe of Reſiſting Inſtruments, not the King, of 
which hee hath ſpoken very little or nothing atall. 2. That if he 


could prove that in ſome Kingdomes where the will of the King is the 
$ | B 2 


peoples 


The Vindication of tht Treatiſe of Monarchy, * 
peoples Law, Reſiſtance of Inſtraments were unlawfull, if atuated by 
the Soveraignes-will :; Yet in and Limited Governments,it doth: 
not; follow to bertue :-yer-this he muſt make good, it in our preſent 
caſe he ſatisfie niens conſciences as heundertakes, Theſe two are the 
fumme of my. Anſwer to the Doftor in that Treatiſe, and if in this Re- 

ly he doth any thing, hemuſt- ſpeake to theſe points; Something he 
Kath here ſpoken concerning the- Ordinance of God in Supremacy, Of. 

Caſes of Reſiſtances of Kinds of Monarchy ,of the Conſtitution of this 
Monarchy; but how truly and ſatisfactorily, it ismy part to examine, 
andletthe world judge.. - 

-- Butas if he. had already cleared the matter, . he proceedsto give ſen- 
tence before the caufe be heard :- And dowbts not. to call the contrary 
Reſolntion-a Bliſpheming of God and the King, p 4; I anſwer, If 
there be any-which will defend the lawfiulneffe of taking Armes againſt 
the King, and in any caſe to _— Powers, They croſfe theevident 
truth of-Scripture, . and I condemne them : Yet me thinks-the Door 
dealesſomewhat ſeverely with them; to call them B —_— of God, 

for every errour.about the word -isnot Blafphemie ; but a wilfull and 


obſtinare ſpeaking evill of the things of God. . Likewiſe concerning 2. 


King, .if it be true that he be ſeduced ;-then it isno b/aFhemie, which 

_ alwayes i8afalfpood.' 1t it be falle,. yer it is-inhumane to call it a 6/7 'n 

beming,when'it imputesnothing-to him,but-ro be ſeduced, which the. 

eſt and moſt innocent Prince may be; -ſure,ifit be a b/4ſp heming,it is 
of the Connſellours and ſeducers,tor-to them theevill is tmpured, 


- - Then-p. 6. He-&omes to ſpeake- of what he intends1n this preſent: - 


booke ::/c. that he-will cleare this point, Thar the DoQrine-teaching: 


that ſubjetts may take  Armes againſt-thity Soveraigne for the de-- 


| Fenoe of: Religion and Liberties, When in danger of ſubverſion, 


deftitute of Scripture and-true reaſon. AST (aid, ſtill he drives at a . 


vaine ſeope;; to-proye'that which rione denics : -Let him prove, that in 
outr'Kingdome,. Reſiſtance of ſubverſive inſtruments is a taking Armes 
again{itheir Soveraigne,and he does the work ; elſe he proves-1n vaine. 
But let-us. ſee how: in- the-proceſſe of this booke, that will be cleared 
which none doth deny, Firſt »pox examination of places of Scripture 
ir will appeare, that Gods people were continnallyunder K ingrwhich 
they might not-refpſt,e-t. What then 2 mult it needs follow; that all 
other.people too? Bute-whether the word centaines any thing 


againſt Reliſtance,and how far, we-ſhall enquire in the procefle of this 


diſpute, . 
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difpate.. Secondly, Vpon the examination of Reaſon, it will appeare 
how inconſiſtent ſuch a Power of Reſiſtance in ſubjett 515 With Govern= 
went, &c.. Indeed he will make.appeare a:great matter; would he 
would ſpeake ſomething to the Queſtion, and nor proceed ſo indiſtint- 
ly ; I hope in the procelle of his book he will come neerer. to the bu- 
fineſſe then here. he. promiſeth, . or. elſe all .our.labour will be to little 
purpoſe. 

After he hath told us: what great matters we are toexpedt in his 
booke ; he complaines. how mnch his expectation hath been deceived 
by his Adverſaries. He confelles, They have great appearance of Reaſon 


raiſed on Ariſtotles grounds or principles; (6 that at firit fight it ſee- 


med unreaſonable tharyabjetts ſhould be left without this remedy. 

he ſpeake all this of Reſiſtance of their overaigne, {ure it ſeemes not at 
all z»reaſonable, but agreeable to all .reafon that ſubjets ſhould be 
without this: remedy :. Ir is direAly againſt the word and. all found 
reaſon,that a people lifting up a Perſon above themſelves, and by ſacred 
Covenant giving him a Power above themſelves, ſhould afterward on 
any pretence aſſume a power of Reſiſting that Perſon and power, and 
violate their own Covenant and Oath of due {ubjeRion. Bur if that Per- 
ſon be inveſted with a /imited Power: and he proceed to-ats of meere 
arbitrarineſſe without the. limits of that Power. conferred on him : 
Then it 1s all the reaſon in the world, that the Limiting States ſhould 
exerciſe an effeRtuall reſtraining Power by reſiſting inſtruments of fuch 
arbitrary and ſubverſive afts, and we. have not. a fillable of Scripture 
contradicting it. Bur if it ſeemed ſo wnreaſozable tothe DoRor,that 


ſubjeRs {hould be without this remedy ;-why doth he contradict Rea- 


ſon ina bulinefle within its compaſle 2. He tells you, -He foxnd Reaſon 
preſently checked with that ſaying of our Saviour, Mat.10.25, It ts 


_ 


Se ge 


enough fir the Diſciple that he be as his Maſter, And was this all 


the check your Reaſon had ?- It is a very weake Reaſon which would 
yeeld to ſuch g check, What 2 is every Chriſtian bound for his ourward 
ſtate to be in no.better caſe then Chrilt was ? If he were pleaſed to be 


borne under an abſolute Government, to beof low. and poore condi- - 


tion, doth this impele aneceſlity on all co beno freer, noricher then 
he was? A man would think his Reaſon were not only checked, bur 
broken,whichiſhould ſo.argue. Let it be proved that by the providence 


fter was, then will. ve hold our {clves bound by his example, to abide 


.of God we are brought forth under ſuch a Governement as o#r Ma-- 


B 3 quietly, 
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quietly in that cofdicion weareborne to; but if God, as he hath dif. 
pþenſed to many a richer eſtate then Chriſt was pleaſed to have, fo hath 
tous'a freer Government; then the Apoſtieadviſeth us ro w/e 5t 4+ 
therandnot to be trified out of it,by a ſhew of our Maſters example, in 
acaſe inwhich ic binds no man. I% 

But in What hath his Advertaries fo much deceived his expeRation ? 
He expeBted expreſſe Scripture, but he finds them altogether fayling j 
only theirfasth aad perſwaſion t reſotved into an appearance of reaſon 
raiſed apos Ariſtotles groxnds and principles, p.6. M* Hooker might 
have taught him that the intent of the Scripture is to deliver us cye- 
denda ; but in matters within the compaſſe of Reaton, it is enough if 
we have evident reaſon for it, Scripture wow contradicente : and I] am 
confident: the Scripture hath not a tittle againſt ſuch a Reſiſtence as I 
doe tnaintaine;; and we have reaſonenough forit. The Scriptare was 
not given topreſcribe frames of Policie, which are various according 
to the diſpoſition of people; Generall Rules there are for Govern- 

ment; which being obſerved, Particulars, whick fall under no ſerled 
Rule are left to reafan and the poſitive Lawes of Nations to deter- 
mite.. Yet we'are not whaly deſtitute of warrant from Scripture;as the 
Poctor atfrmes, butare better furniſhed then he, as it will appeare in 
the lequell, If Buchanan, and 7unias Brutus, or any ele have raiſed 
any doctrines on Ariſtotles:grounds which will not conſiſt with Gods 
Ordinance fer downe in ,Scriptare- concerning Authority, I am not 
bound to make good other mens excefies: ThisReplier knowes, that 
ASI repudiate his Aﬀertions -tending to the ruine of all Libertics of 
States: So I hold itunlawtull to ute any force againft the perſop, or 
Authority of the Supreame, even.inthe moſt Legall and limited Mo- 
narchy.. Therefore he doch me exceeding wrong 1n the clofe of his firſt 
SeRtion, to fay, that, 1 agree With the reft ro wſe what force they can 
againſt fach a Adonarch for ſuppreſſing of bis tyranny,coc. Al tay is, 
r. Farce may be w{+d; but neither againtt the Perſon yor «Authority 
-of the Monarch, which inall Governmeaes of that nature are to be 
-held ſacred and mvidlate. h 
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5 Cauayp; II. 
An anſwer tothe ſetond SeFion cancerning Caſes of Refpſtence, | 
| rn have wiſhed, that if it bad pleaſed this DoQtor to reply any 
ching, he would have followed the tteps of my Treatiſe ; but fith he 


intends 


The Vindication of the Treatiſe of Monarchy. 
intends no full returne, but doth only catch at here and there a paſſage, 


without apes" order,..1 will frame my Anſwer to the courſe of 
his Reply ; and cleare the parcels of my book as I find them affaulted 


in my reading of his. The Title of this Se&tion being Caſes of Re- 


ſſtence, the firſt part of it is ſpent about ſuch Caſes as are put by the 


Divines who plead for Defenſrve armes. Atlength, p.9,10. He comes 
tothe alone Caſe in which I defend Refiſtence, in the p.51.0t my Tract, 
where I put theQueſtion of Perſons miſimployed ro ſerve the ifegal de- 
attive commands of the Prince. And I athrm infuchcaſe,and of ſuch 
Perſons Forceable Reſiſtance to be lawfull by the twoEſtates of Parlia-- 
ment. This I prove by five Arguments, which here the Door doth not 
touch, but rcterres them to the p.93. of this Replys Only here he gives . 
ns a Magiſteriall determination without any proofe at all. Bur let us 
heare his Reſolution. upon the caſe. He dares nor openly to pronounce 
it unlawfull :_ but diftioguiſhes of Perſons and Times, as if he would 
yeeld itlawfull in ſome, bur not inothers, Certes, if for any, then for 
the two Eftates; if any, then Inflruments of ſubverſion : it ſimply 
»one, Why doth he with ſo great cautele diſtinguiſh, Well,. audiamns 
diftinguentem : If by thoſe miſimployed perſons be underſtood the 
Commanders and Souldiers of the Kings Armies, Icannot ſte ( nor 
any man els,] think_) but that the affine of them by acontrary Mis - 
litia, 15 a refiftin of the K ing, and wnlawfull,p.g. 1 anſwer, I cannor 
fee,nor any manelle, I think,. why Commanarrs and Soxldiers (ſhould. 
have a priviledge of ſubverting States and Governments-more then 
other men : . Can the Royall Power extend togiye them an irreliſtibi=- 
liry,and net toothers ?. Certes, if. others may be reſiſted, . much racher 
Commanders and Souldiers, becaule there is greater danger of ſubver-- 
fion from them then from others :. Their being Commanders and Soul- 
diers makes them more dangerous,but not more priyiledged z Bur, he 
ngr none elſe can ſee, how ſuch can be reſiſted, but 3t muſt be areſitivg 
efebe King Aud unlawfall. Perbaps he 1s miltakenin others, they may 
have clearer eyes then he hath : In the p,32. of my Treatiſe, I have 
made it Ince clarine, thatina Legal Monarchy it is nota Reliſting of 
the King:Then he proceedeth to anecher ſort. of men which I hope may 
be reſiſted. Bt sf by thoſe miſimployed per(png be wnderfbood other in—- 
ftruments of oppreſſion in times of peace, befere it come to Armes, . 
What of thee, may (ach be reſiſted ? Here he refolves very caucclouſly. 


aud timoroully, atter many words, Prl0s. Without prejudice co other: 
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aſſertions of his of other reſiſtance, He conceives it not unreaſonable 

4 to ſay, ae of if private men be. ſodainely aſſaulted; and life imm;. 

= | _ nently gered, and no meanes of avoiding by flight, then us per- 

2 fonall defence lawfull, for ſuch ſodaine aſſault carries no pretence.of 
authority With ir. What is this to the matter? we enquire not of re- 
fiſting aſſailants carrying no pretence of authority with them ; but of 
{ubverters of Government warranted by the Kings will; and carrying 
pretence of Authority,though they have none, , Secondly, If they come 
with pretence. of Authority, there may be ſceking redreſſement above 
from Authority but if that may not be had, yet no reſiſtance. And who. 

- - thenminding ro kill or rob, may not make a pretence of Authority, thar 
fo he may cff<& his miſchiefe: without repugnance? Bur yer the Do- * 
&or will give us a little: more, The Minifters of Power in each Conns 
ty, 'and the Houſes of Parliament alſo (tor with him they be equall ) 
may at firſt ſtay, reſtraine; and commit ſuch miſimployed inſtruments, 
and [6 —_— the matter'againe to rhe King, . Butis pot this to reſiſt 
them? No he tells us, -+his 75-nottorefift, No? it milſimployed in- 
ſtruments may be aid, reſtrained, and impriſoned, lure they may be 
reliſted : Elſe-what if they ſhould chooſe, and will not be committed ; 
The Parliament'muft not lay hands on them to compell them ; for fo 
there may chance” to befight, and flaughter in the apprehenſion ; and 
then the Doctor would call 'it Reſiſtance T-chink., Bur tuppole the Hou- 
fes of Parliament” doe commit ſuch perſons. and repreſent the matter to 
the King, | ad a' King ſhould be ſo obſtinate as to perſiſt in the main- 
ome dy #llegall courſes, and' to that end imploy the Militia, 
It # neithi#\ Lepall'nor Reaſonable,thry ſhould purſue the oppoſirien to 
the ſetting up of a tontrary Afilitia'or Power,p.1t. Here we ſee-the 
upſhot-of the'Engliſh freedotpe, and priviledge of Parliament. This 
| is that which Tfaiq; Theſe men overturne all liberties, The reſult of 
2 their” doftrine deftroyts all policies, reducing them all to that which is 
| arbitrary : TEthe King (houldfer Souldiers to deſtroy Lawes and PaP- 
$ liaments, They may* (-if they beable ) ſtay their hands tull they goe 
co the King, and*know whether it be indeed his will and pleaſure to 
have them- deftroyed'ernd; If hefay, Yea"; then they mult rerurne, 
and ſubmit to The vileſt+ inſtruments of ſubverſion, and nor liftup a. 
kand co reſiſt them. Butler us ſee, on what:weighry reaſon the Doctor, 
builds this fatal{ Reſolution. - 7his Were a conteſtation of Power with 
him whoſe Minifers they are, a leoyihg of Warre, an oppoſing of 


Armies 
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Armiet 4gaoni? Armies, Sure this man doth much abhorre a Civill 
Warre: | cannot blame him : but yet we may buy an immunity tov 
deare, at the prize of a ſubverfion of Religion, Laws and Government, 
which is the caſe in diſpute. This were to'chooſe tobe killed, rather 
then to fight: To havea State ſubvertedy rather then diſturbed by a 
warre to prevent it, I grant, There muſt be. no eonteſtation of Power 
with him Whoſe Miniſters they are + But this is the point to be proved, 
that in this caſe, it 1s ſo : I utterly denie the Royall Power in our 
State can be communicated to ſubverting Inſtraments : And I dotin 
vaine _ while the Door proorves that, which every where he 
ſuppoſcth: For he builds all on this foundation, ſc. That Gods Ordi- 
nance #4 an Abſolute unlimited Power, invefting the Whole Will of rhe Su- 
preame, and cannot be determined in the exerciſe, bus onely morally ; the 
vanitic of which conceit will appeare hereafter, yet note here in the 
cloſe, that while he pretends a deteſtation of Civi& Warre, he could 
doe nothing more to foment it, then by defending ſach Poſitions of 
intolcrablc ſervitude : Did not ſuch rigid Counſellouts of the King of 
Ifracl cauſe the greateſt Rent and Civill Warre that ever was made in 
any Kingdome ? | 

Cnuay.1III, 


An Anſwer to the third Seflian Which concerns ſeverall kinds of Monarchy. 


N my opinion it had been fitter to have treated firſt of /everall kinds 

of Monarcby ; and then of Caſes of Reſiſtance ; for the ſubzeR is Which 
ſhould precede the Queſtion Whereof, 1n all merbodicall' proceeding. 
Here againe in the ficit place, this Replier wonld make his Reader be= 
lieve that penury of Sctipture-proofe put me upon diſtinguiſhing of 
ſeverall kinds of Monarchy, That ſo I might lay all the defence of Reſift- 
arice upon Reaſowdrawne from the ſeverall condition of Monarchs, \).11, 
I have ſuthciently before diſcovered my intention in that Treatiſe, The 
Reſiſtznce which I detend'hath as much proofe from Scripture, as 
4a matter of that nature need to have. Then he abuſes me, as finding 
fault with Divines, that pleading for abſoluteneffs of Monarchicall 
Power in this Kingdome bring proofes from places of Scripture, 
p.1.2, I complaine not 6f af Divines; but ſome, ſach as this Reſolver is; 
Some, and that but of late yeares ; and that but in this kingdome, where 
ſuch doftines arethe rode to preferments : nor doe I blame them for 
bringing proofes for ſuhjeition, and again#t Reſiſtance from places of Scrip= 
P | C 


_ 
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The Vindication of the Treatiſt of Monarchy. © 
ſure; 'a$ be calumniates me; ; but I blame their. groſfe perverting of 
Serie ; bringing prohibitions of Reſiftance of Powers again(t > A 
wt Das pre hoagal asthemſclves ; And of. wiolating the Lords 
anwinted againſt them who hold them as ſacred and inviolate, yea on 
more ſolid grounds then themſelves doc. And their fraudulent reaſo- 
ning from one kind/of government to another, as ifall Politicall-pro- 
viſions of Statesfor their Liberties did ouake no vatiation in the caſe ; 
but that ſtill ca rr in-the ſame Statc, as the people. ſabjeR-to the 
moſt abſolute Va llage. ' Ls : 

But becauſc he bozſts.ſlo much of ſerling mens Conſciences on Warrant 

cripture, that he expets command or allowance of "Reſiſtance from 
Seriptare, p.6. T has his, Adverſarics reſolveall their faith and ' per(waſs- 
ont an an appearance of Reaſon drawne from Atiltotles grounds, ib.and here 
that [ pf £54 there u but little pretence from Scripture for Reſiftance;; and 
thus would owns men, as if he had all Scripture for him z we no- 
thing but aft ah 


afew huskes ofreaſon for us ;:Let him not thinks to carry it 
hus away. with-yaunts and big words ::I will profeſſe hore once for all, 
He hath not a fillable of Seripamre or right reaſon to ſatisfis the confci- 
ence with in this controverſie : If it plcaſe this Doctor, let us joyne 
iſſuc upon it, and'put the whole caſe on this point, The Queſtion be- 
tweene us is, Whether in a limited Monarchie, Reſiſtance of ſubverſive In- 
Proments beantaafull, Heaffirines, 1 denic. He undertakes to ſatisfic 
mens conſciences that it is unlawfull : bringing not oneText of Scrip- 
ture, which ſpeakes to the point : Something he brings to proove it 
uplaufull to reſiſt the Ordinance of God: that the Magittrate Which is ſu- 
Preame nnder God 44 above all Refſtance, p.84. He doth great matters; 
who doubts of theſe, things : Then. p.$4.. he accumulates nine Argu- 
ments, but all ſo »e AF 2a. arwernqas of them will not make” 
one ſound proving Reaſon of the point in 100, .4%it will appeare 
when » pnſtder them, Op the other fide we bares both 
to ſettle mens confeiences on. 1, Examples of Seripture, /e. The peo » 
ples reſcue of Fonarhan.: D avids armic againlt the cut=throats of Sav/, 
that is, ſubverſive Inſtruments : Theſe being particular men, and in an 
azſolatc Monarchig proove the point, the-more ſtrongly, ſo ſtrongly 
that the DoRor 3s Ia1 to flicte that ordinaryevalion, of an extraorai- 
narie privitedge.... Bafdes tboſeplaces which prove it lawfull to re- 


. 
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© Gſt private meo, ſecking to ſubyert Lawes and Religion, and the-pub- 


like. good; ſithjn4 liguecd Stats they.,are Hut private men, rboogh 
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The Vindication of the Treatiſe of Monarchy. It 
backed with a Commiſſion from the Kings will and pleaſure. 2, Then 
forRcaſon; I hare ſet downe five, p.53.. all unanſwerably concluding 
_ point in. Queſtion; 45 T-doubt not the,confiderate Reader will ac- 

nowledge, ont: 1 | 
. He = P.1 2. That it Was never his intent to. plead for abſolute- 
weſſe of Power in the King, if by abſoluteneſſe of Power be meant a Power 
of eArbitrary C . Whathis intent is T know-not, but he hath 
tully done the thing, or I have nounderſtanding toſce when a thing is 
done. In the precedent Section, he reſolves all caſes into the e4rbi- 
trinm Reg, be mecre pleaſure of the King : allowing the Houſes of 
Parliament only a power of ſtaying the hands of deſtroyers, till it be 
expreſſcly knowne whether it be the Kings pleaſare they ſhall be de- 
ſtroyed : And am confident. the meaneſt apprehenſion will diſcerne, 
that they who make the Monarchs ſole Will the laſt judge of all con- 
troverlics: and ſimply deny in the laſt caſe of ſubverſion, all Power of 
Reſiſtance of Inſtruments, cyen to the ſupreame Courts of Law and 
juſtice, doe without any controverſie, reſolyeall government into an 
Arbitrarie Abſolutenefle. He adds, Fe allow a diftinttion of Monarchies 
and admit the Government of Kingdomes to be of divers kinds, and acknows- 
ledge 4 legall reſtraint upon the Power of the Monarch in this Kingdome, 
Verba datis, rem negati ; you allow indeed a kind of d:/tinftion of Mon 
z.archies, but all within the compaſſe of eAbſolure : A legall reſtraint 
you ſceme to acknowledge; but ſuch an one as reſolves into the Atbi= 
trary Will of the Morarch, as I have made it appeare in my former 
Treatiſe; and you will neverbe able to wipe of by this, or any other 
Reply, Then he promiſes that 11ythis:/Booke certaine points Will ap» 
peare to be truth, agreeable to Scripture and Reaſon : {c. That Govern- 
ment 1s not the invention of man, but the inſtitution of God : That Gover- 
nonrs have their P ower not from the people, but from God : That Gover= 
ning Power #-0ne and the [amen all ſupreames, and can only be limited in 
the exerciſe. 1, And that Where a Prince ſtands ſupreme, and next to God 
above all the people, there the Subietts may not take armes and make forcea- 
ble reſiſtance for any exorbitances, Theie ſeverall Propoſitions how farre 
they contain Truth,and how far not, I ſhall in the ſequell make appear. 
Aftcr theſe great promiſes, be proccedsÞp.1 3. to ſpeake ſomewhat 
of the Original of Governing Power « andaccuſeth me as it 7 /cemedto Sed ze 
affirme it to be from God; but in the proceſſe of my booke, he finds me de- 
r:ving if indeed from the people, 1 EY two contrary opiniobs 
2 CONCCte 
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The Vindit ation of the Treatiſt of Monarihy. 
gontrrning the Originallof Government, did in that Treatiſe endea- 
vcur toreconcile them; and to.hew in what fence both are true. To 
that end, as there is manifoſt;p 4: T diſtinguiſhed 3 things.” * It's con- 
fitation; *It's Limitation to one kind, * It's determination to one 1ndi- 
viduall Perſon and Family. The firſt of theſe I Yid affirme to be fom 
God : The two latter fomAlen, and then concluded, Invheſe things 
we have Deftopr Fernes conſent, Let us fee what- exceptions he can 
take at this- praccable affay: 'of ' Reconcilement. 1» the proceſſe of 
my Diſcourſe he findes me deriving it fram the people,” What then ? Doe 


I denie it thereby to be from God ? as if Subordinates didexcluds one a- 


other. Gad hath ordained that Powers ſhould be : People by vertue 
of that Ordinance give them exiſtence in this or that kindand /abie@. 
The Door acknowledgesall this, but ot in my fexce, p.14, He grants 
the Dara bro Perſon, and the Limitntion of the Power to ſeverall 
kinds to be from the tonſent of the People, I lay no more 3 why doe we 
nat then agree? The plaine truth is, The Door will not bave Limi- 
tation of Pomer to be at all from the people,” what ever he pretends: 
How then'the Limitation oÞthe Power to ſeverall kinds is from the 
peaple, as the Door yeelds, I cannot'tell, Isnot Limitation of it in- 
to kinds, Limitationof the Power it felfe# But he is poſſeſſed that my 
found ſence 14 another ſence from hi, what other he doth not ſhew:but it 
« apother:which he likes not, Why ? © Becauſe ſometimes I ſay, the peo= 
plereſerve « Power to oppoſe or diſplace the Magiſtrate : Sometime they di- 
weſt rhemſefues of all ſuperiority. *Tis true, 1 fay fo, but withall 1 ſay, 
that when they reſerve ſuch a Power, they conftitute no Monarchy. 


- Ivit not fo, in the higheſt Miniſters of Power in Ariſtocracies- and 


Demecracics ? What can he ſay againſt fo apparent a Trath ? 2, 7 call 
ther, p.6.3. ArchiteFoxicall Powers, T his he derides and faies, This 
uthe riddle of this Geaverning Power originally in the people.) They are 
Architefioncall Powers, but build npon foundations laid in thi aire, p, 14, 
Then he givcs his reafop, 'For before Government eſtabliſhed they have 
ues any politique Power, hereby a Command may be laid npon others, but 
enly a naturall porer of private raſiflance. This is falſe, that they have 
#xely a naturall power of private Reſiſtance, They have indeed no for- 
mel! politique power, for $©ſpcake of a people free from all govern- 
ment 3 butthey have a virtaaltradicall power, by publike: nt and 
contra to conſtitute this or that forme of Government, and refigne 


up themſelves to.a condition of ſubjeRion on Termes and after a form 


of 
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of their owne conſtitution ; fo the Athenians, Lacedemoniant and Roc 
mars of old having expelled theirKings:and the United Provinces,with 
others of latter times have done :This 1s that which I called 4rchitet- 
onicall Power; and the Replicr vainly carpes at the name, when he can- 
nvt denie the thing, But I know what he ajmes at in all this, /#, That 
Gods Ordinance is an abſolute boundlefſe Power in allSupremes,unca- 
pable of any limitation, but in the exerciſe. Of which fally afterwards, 
At length He takes 4 nearer view of the Formes of Monarchie, ſpoken 

of by me, and makes a few obſervations upon ſuch particulars as him plea- 
ſeth, p.14, Let us follow his ſteps, Firſt, for Abſolute Monarchie, 
whereas I ſay it is, When Soveraignty ts /o fully in one, that it hath no [i« 
mitation wnder God, but the Monarches owne Will, He approoves my 
deſcription; but threatens ts remember it below, p,15, Let himdoe ſo; 
and make his beſt advantage of it, only here he cannot- forbeare one 
note, that then it is not the deniall of reſiſtance which makes a Mo» 
narch abſolute ; but the deniall of a law to bound his Wi!t. I doe 
grant it ; but with all I ſay, that it is »eceſſario conſequutivum,thouzh 
1t be not conftitutivim : for fith a Monarch which is obſolute hath no 
Law to bound his Will; but his very Will is the Subjets Law, then 
every at of his Will is Gods Ordinance, and fo by conſequence it is 
unreſiitible, Alſo, p.15, He allowes it, when I ſay, 4 limited 110 
warch 1 he Who hath a Law beſides his owne Will for the meaſure of his power, 
But yet he diflikzs that 1 ſay, He muſt be /imited in the Power it ſelfe,and 
uot only in the exerciſe ; and,I added a reaſon, for an Abſolute Monarch 
ſtint himſelfe in the exerciſe of his Power, and yet remaine abſolute, 
What faies he tothis ? True, ifſuch a Monarch limit himſelf and reſerve 
a Power to vary,---but if he fix a Law With promiſe not to varie, then is 
thoſe caſes he's limited, Note the fraud of this Replier,he alters his terms 
and puts things as oppoſite which are not ſo : He ſhould fay, ifhe li- 
mit himſclfe, and reſerve a power towarie; then he is abſolute ;- but if 
helimit bimſclfe and reſerve no Power to varie (for then the oppoſition 
is dirc) then he is 1mited, Bat in ſtead of ſaying (and reſerve no pow- 
er to varie) he ſaies, but [ if he promiſe not to. vary } 1 fay that promiſe 
wo: to vary, if it be a ſin9ple promiſe of not varying, it doth not make him 
limited m his Power, any more then morally, and fo every Abſolute 
Monarch is limited, Iathrmeſtill, it is Liautation of the Power it [e{fe, 
not barely of the exerciſe, which conſtitutes a Limited Monarch : for 
Monarchy is a ſtate of Power, and. therefore it's fpecificarive diſtinRi- 
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on mult be from ſomething which diſtinguiſheth Powers,and not the 
exerciſe of Powers .; but this is cnough proved in the-5* page of that 
Treatiſe, 
Secondly, be blames me for that 1 fappefe a Limited' Monarch muſt 
be radically, that 1s, originally inveſted With ſuch a meaſure of limited P o- 
wer, and that limited, ab externo, and not from the free determination of 
hi owne Will, Here he adds originally of his owne. ; that fo he: might 
ſ:eme to finde a contradition, when I afterward ſay, that it imay be 
done by originall conſtitution, or by after condeſcent ; but yet. he cons 
feſſeth, I have a falve, When I make it ſuch a condeſcent, as 14 equivalent 
to an Originall Conſtitution, becauſe amounting to a change of Title, and 
4 reſolution-in the Monarch to be ſubjetted to, no ether Way, I make no 
ſalve, nor doe I need auy ; he who weighes the Uniformity of Truth 
in that Treatiſe will-ſce it needs no falves : Onely I diſtinguiſh thoſe 
things whichare in their natures diſtin&, which if the DoRour had 
done, this Contention cither had not becn begun, or would foon have 
an end : Who ſecs not that a Promiſe, whereby a Monarch may bind 
himſelfe may cither be with a imitation of the bond of ſubjeRion, or 
Withoxt.: And that this makes arcall difference: for i» thi4 the Go- 
yernment remaines the ſame. becauſe the Dutic of ſubjeRion received 
no variation z\bat 4x that there is for ſo much a Tran/irs into a limited 
condition. But theſe things cannot be more fully and clearly expreſ- 
iſked then they are in the page 13, of that Treatiſz, But he anſwers, 
Where there # ſach a change of Title, it is done at once, and b 2y expreſſe and 
notorious reſiguation of former Power ; but jt 1s not neceſſary that an abſo« 
lute Monarch ſhould come to alimited Condition after that manner, | ſay, 
if he will paſſe into a limited condition, it is neceflary there be a limis 
tation of his Power, clſe he,is not truly limited ; But that all ſuch li- 
mitation be done at ence and by notorious reſignation, it is not neceſſiry, 
2s will appeare afterward where this matter of Limitation is more dilt= 
in&ly handled, | 
Hisnext complaint is againſt ſomething I have in the page 25, /*. 
That in a mixed Government ( if it be of three) the Soveraign Power 
muſt be in all three originally, and from fundamentall conſtitution, He 
judges this not neceſſary, p.17. and he gives a wonderfull Reaſon : For 
as Limitation may be only of the exerciſe of the Power, and not of the Power 
it ſel fe ; ſo mixture is in regard of Perſons ioqned to the Alonarch for certain 
Aits and prrpoſes;but that they ſhould have any ſhare in the Sovcraign power, 
2 ; the 


+ ew 4... 4 - oi. tot 


The Findication of the Treatiſe of Monarchy, 


the nature of Monarchy Will not admit. 1. Juſt ſo; for as a Monar- 
chy'is not limited unleſſe there be a limitation of Power, for Monarchy 
isa Power ; ſoa Monarchy cannot be mixed, unleffe there be a mixture 
of Powers,for Monarchy is a Power ;; and to fay a mixt Monarchy, and 
- the Power not mixt, is to {peake contradictories. 2. If the mixture 
not of divers concurrent Powers ; wherof is it ?- He tells us, of the 
Alonarch and certaine other Perſons joyned with him for certaine at; 
#nd purpoſes, Thele joyned Perlons, have they any-concurring Fower 
to doe thoſe afts for which they are joyned ? If not; then the ad- 
Jjoyning is futulous and vaine,. and the Power of Monarchy is mix- 
ed of a Perſon having Power, and of others having no Power to 
doe that for which they are joyned. You will fay, They have Pow- 
er, but not diſtint- from that of the Monarch : that is, they 
have none; for in mixture, if-ir be nor diſtin, it is none ar all. 
Againe if they have any,it mult be diſtinA,for ſubordinate ic cannot be ; 
it the Acts-to which they concurre be ſupreme Adts, unlefſe we ſhould 
be ſo abſurd as to ſay, They may concurre to ſupreme Acts, by a fub+ 
ordinate Power. But 1-t us ſee, what a maine Reaſon he hath for aver- 
ring a conceit ſubject ro ſuch ablurdities. Such a mixture would make 
everall independent powers in the [ame State or Kingdome, Which is 
moſt abſard. Tgrant it is abſurd, if he ſpeake. of {:verall complete in- 
dependent powers ; but to athrme ſeverall incomplete independent 
powers concurring to make up one ixzegralt mixt power, it is no ab- 
lurdity at all for fo it is,in all Ariftocracies and Democracies,and mult 
be acknowledged in all z2ixed States, where the ſupremacie is noe 
wholy in the hands of one perſon. Yet here we doe not fo make them 
independent, but that we give a large predominancie to One, as, iz 
natxre, in all mixed bodies there is, as I have at large explained my 
ſelte in the next Seion, if the DoRor had been art leafure to have taker 
notice of it. I yeild to that which he fayes, p.17. that it is not neceſ- 
ſary the Mixture ſhould be (6 Originall,but that it may alſo come af- 
terwards by condeſcent : It matters nor, ſor be originalL, that.is, ra- 
dicall : of Powers, an{not of meere eAtts : And indeed,there cannot 
be a mixture of A#-s,unlefle it be allo of Powers : for «As are trom 
Powers : and where Powers arcſubordinare, there can beno mixture 
in their As ; the Acts of cauſes fubordinate, arealio ſubordinate, and 
not coordinate and mixed. Bur I there brought two Arguments tos | 


prove that in a Hixed Governm:nt, the Concurrents muſt have ins 
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The Vindication of the Treatiſe of Monarchy. 
dependent and diſtinft Powers.Let us ſee how he anſwers them. 1.2 4« 
cauſe elſe it Would be no mixture, but aderivation of Power, Wbich is 
ſeen in the moſt ſimple Monarchy. He anſwers, that derivation of 
Power is either upon /ab/tirnre Officers ſupplying the abſence of the 
Monarch in the execution of Power : and chis is in the moſt {imple 
Monarchy. Or cle apon Perſons Whoſe concurrence and conſent ts re« 
quired to certaine Atts of Monarchicall Power ; and this makzs 4 
mixture,though they have no ſhare in the Power it ſelfe, p.17. I an- 
ſwer, 1. Abſence or preſence of the Monarch ; whether chey Act for 
him, or with him, varies not the caſe, If the Power they work by be 
derived from him, then it is his Power, and ſo conſtitutes no Mixture. 
2, As if in the moſt ſimple Monarchy, the Soveraigne doth mannage 
the ardra imperij, the weighticſt matters of State alone ;. and nor by 
conſent of his Counſecll ; without whom he is #20rally bound, ( thar is, 
on thefinne of raſhneſle) not to tranſa& them, and that is all, which 
the Doctor yeilds to the Houſes of Parliament, /c. that the King is mo 
rally bound to their concurrence and conſent iy certaine Atts. This is 
nothing but the ſhadow of a Mixture; If the Power of Acting be fo 
in one, that, if he pleaſe, he may doe thole Acts without rhe concur- 
rence of thole adjunct Perſons, though he ought not, it is no Mixture, 
becauſe the Power is {imple and One; and mixed Afts cannot flow 
from one ſimple Power. This the Doctor ces, and therefore layes, 1f 
this eAuthour Will not call this a Mixture, We cannot help it, p.18. 
We doe not enquire of Names, but of things; nor whether it make a 
difference in Government or no ; We treat of a Mixt Governement : 
and, I think, no man of common ſenſe will athrme, that a Govern- 
ment can be really mixed, and yet the Power be ſimple. 2. Becauſe 
the End of Mixture ( Which «© Effeftuall Limitation) cannot be 
bad by. aderivate Power. He anſwers; Though a Derivgte Power 
cannot ſet new bounds to the Soveraigne Power, yet may it ſtand to 
keepin alegall way thoſe byund; Which the ſavergigne Power hath 
ſet to it ſelfe. Obſerve, He daresnot to ſay, They may kzep : but only 
ftand to keep ; nor tandneither, but by advece Þ that is morally : It he 
wall exceed thoſe bounds, the A is valid, and hath all its Authority 
withour then ; Only he fins, if he doe fo ; becauſe he hath promiled 
he would not doeit without them : Here's excellent Limitation and 
Continement from exorbitancies : A bare promſe, without ſuch adoe, 


an conſtituting States and Xjxtures, would be altogether as good a 
| bounds; 
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The Vindication of the Treatiſe of Monarchy. 
bounds ; but of this we ſhall have more occaſion to ſpeake afterward. 


In the cloſe of this Section he turnes back to the p. 21. of my book, ScQ.6, 


and hath ſomewhat to ſay to my Afſertions about Monarchy by con=- 
queſt, Theretirſt I ſay, 1f the invaſion be made upon pretence of Ti 
tle, and the pretender doth prevaile, it ts not C onque#t properly, but 
a Vindication of a Title : and then the Government us ſuch as the Ti. 
tle is by which he claimed. He tells us, He ſees no injuſtice in it if ach 
a one " Anrns prevailed ſhoulduſe ſuch a people as a C enqueronur,p.19. 
The Lord keep us from this mans juſtice. What ; No injuſtice ? If the 
Pretenders Title allowed by a great part of the people, .he by their 
aide ſubdues the reſt, ſhall he tor their labour cruſh them into ſervitude, 
and ule the power of a Conquerour, without injuſtice? 2. Suppoſe the 
people not convinced of the right of his Title make at firſt ſome op- 
poſition ; bur yet the pretence of his Title, and apprehenſion that he 
leekes no more power then his Title imports, work a yeilding diſpo- 
ſition in them, fo that they withſtand not ſo univerſally, nor fo long as 
they might have done ; bur at lengch ſubmit to him on his pretended 
terimes : were it not high injuſtice ro take advantage on ſuch a people, 
and having them under hatches to deſert thoſe termes on which they 
yeilded,and uſe the full right of a Conquerour : This was Englands calc 
with Duke #/illiam. But the maine thing which ſticks by him is ſome- 
thing I have delivered,p.23.7t i an uncontrolable truth in policie,that 
the conſent of the people, either by themſelves or their Anceſtours, 
is the only meane in ordinary providence, by which (6 vVeraignty 1s con- 
ferred upon any perſon or family. Againlt this he is very angry ; and 
oppoſerh ir in many words; but ro my Argument from the Morall 
bond of ſubjeion, he layes nothing at all. He rermes it good policie, 
but bad divinity, p. 20. And ſets upan Antipoſition, that When the 
invading Prince has perfeltly ſubdued a people ( there being n» heyre 
ro Whom they are bound ) and bath ſetled and conſtituted a frame of 
Government, then providence doth ſufficiently diſcover it ſelfe, and 
ſach a people ought to ſubmit and take this Prince as ſet over them by 
the hand of providence. As if thele two were contrary : I fay,They are 
not bound untill they conſent : He layes, in {uch a cale they are bound 
to conſent, becauſe then providence diſcovers it ſelte : And he brings 
Calvin at large to prove that which none denics : I grant a people 
(not preobliged,) tully overcome ſhould much {in againſt Gods pro- 
vidence by obſtinacie, it on a mcere will,they conſent not to reaſonable 
D termeg 
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The Vindication of the Treatiſe of Monarchy, 
termes of fubjetion: Bur this I ſay, There is no morall obligation to 
Authority, before that conſeatbind them : Conqueſt may be an Anrc- 
cedent canſe ; but the immediate and formall cauſe is only the conſent 
of the people ; which he cannot fay againſt; for that mult be wworall, 
and not meerecly y4o/ent. The call of providence challengeth a con- 
tented ſubmilſion,if there beno reaſon hindring it ; bur if a precedent 
Qath or ſome other ſound reaſon intervene, then it is no call requiring 
{abmſlion : Neither can the fulleſt conqueſt make a people debtors, 
bug they remaine free from any morall bond ; for the providence of 
God being of it (elfeexternall, cam induce no morall ſtate 3 but that 
providenceWhich on one diſcovery calls to a ſubmiſſion : on a like dil- 
covay may free them againe, if nothing elfe come berween, -to render 
them morally bound : A Travellour, by the providence of God ſhut up 
ix0 the of a Robber,hath his life and proteRion promiſed him in 
his journey, if he will promiſe to pay him 10 much money : I ſay, this 
Trayailor ſhould fin againſt his own life, and the providence of God, 
affering him thoſe termes, if obſtinately he refuſe tubmiſſion ; Yetno 
man wyllſay he owes the robber ſo much money, becauſe he hath him 
at.bis mercy, unull he by promiſe make himſcdte a debtor : Thus have 
I made good that maxime of mine to be an wncontronleable Truth, 
good Policie,and good Divinity too z maugre all the DoRor hath or can 
lay againit it. = 
| Cnap. IV. 


Wherein the vanity and falſbood of the ſappaſals Whereon the Door 
bath byilt all bu diſcourſes is made appearg. | 


F- Tm ſcattered gleaning of paſſages in the former SeRtions, the 
Doctor undertakes the two greac Queſtions. 1.Ot the Conſtitution 
of this Monarchy, in his Se&.4. 2. Of Refiftence, in the remainder of 
his book. Which ewo,weſhould now -immediarely purfue ; bur that an- 

other work more conducent to the ending of this contentiorfawill for a 
while divert me, + | 
Errour in the ſearch of controverted truths doth more often ariſe 
from the judgement, then from the reaſon : Men doe more offend in 
laying falſe grounds; then in deducing falle inferences from true 
gronnds ; This I have obſerved in the DoRors bookes ; He truly ar- 
ues,but from talle principles ; and then the ſuperſtryfture mult needs 
beanhwerable,o that,ovcrchrow hus foundations, and then all his _ 
ens 


On ———Eei- 


FR] 
The Vindication of the Treatiſe of Monarchie. 


Sling will of it ſelfe ruine into apparent falſhood. I confeſſe he every 


where ſayes the ſame of my Grounds, on which I have built that Trea- 
tife : Hecals them falſe and groundleſſe ſuppoſals, and fancies, and 
what &l{e he pleafeth : F will therefore make him a fayre offer : Let us 
make a ſhort work of it : let us joyne ifſue upon our /#ppoſals, on 
which both our diſcourſes are built. 

This DoCtors ſyppoſals which he ſcarce ever makes ſhew to prove 
and on which he hath built his Reſ6/ves and Di/conrſes I doube not 
to call #»n{o#nd and falſe : and doe profefle the contrary to be my 
grounds whole truth I will maintaine. His may be reduced to foure 
hcads. 1. Concerning the Ordinance of Godin Soveraignty. 2. Con- 
cerning the Nature and Duality of Limitation. 3. The Meanes and 
Cauſes of Limitation. 4. The Conſtitution of this Monarchy, And aC+ 
cording to this order we wilt cake them into examination. 


19 


Firit, Of the Ordinance of God in Mariſtracy, He proceeds on two Of Gods 


falſe principles. 1.That the Governing power is one and the ſame Which 0 
God gives and ſettles upon the perſon that is ſupreme, p.13. that is, it '® 


is abſolute and unlimited in the power it ſelfe; and may belimited on- 
ly in the exerciſe thereof, p.17, 2. Which followes from the former, 
that Conſent of people may be the meane of deſigning the perſon, and 
yeilding ſubjettion to him, Who elſe conld not challenge it more then 
an other man ; alſo a meane of limiting that power in the exerciſe of 
8 ; but not the meaſure of the power i ſelfs, WEich in ſach a meaſure 
# given of God to all Soveraignes, p.41. fo then; let this be the Que- 


veraignes be one unlimited thing;and can receive no meaſure from the 
people ? The Dodtor athrmes it ; and p. $4. tells us he hath often in/#- 
nuated it ; but he ſhould once diredly prove it, if he be able, fo he 
might have preſcribed to the whole controverfie ; for if he can make 
this good, in vaine doe we enquire about rhe conſtirmtion of this Mo- 
narchy ; or the lawfulnefle of reſtance of ſubverſive inſtruments of 
the Princes will. Doth he think a covert inſinnuation would ferve the 
rurne to impoſe ſuch an Aſertion, which fruſtrates the intefft of man- 
kind in framing limitations of Governing power ; and caprives all in- 


Ao an abſolute paſſive /#bjeion to the vilett inſtruments of the will of 
/ him who is ſupreme. In all his reply I find but two places which have 
/ any ſhew of proote of this overbold Afertion. One is p. 14. Before &9- 


vernment eſtabliſhed the people have nor any power of a community 
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oy politick pomer Whereby a command may be laid _ others ; but 
only anaturall pawer of private reſiſtance. The other is p.42. The 
people have not of themſelves out of Government, the maine power, 
the power of life and death, how then-can they give it either for Go- 
vernment,or reſerve it for Reſifbance ? Here be weake foundations to 
build ſuch an Aſſertion, and three ſuch inſulting books. ons What a no- 

| thing this is,I, ſhall make appeare anon. 
+ Queſtion ow. I hold the Negative of this Queſtion ; and doubt not to ap- 
ſaced. proveit firme truth + To that end, firſt I will premile ſuch things as. we 
ree in, thatſo the point in queſtion may the more diſtinly appeare. 
Which I apprehend are or may be theſe. x. That Governing power is 
originally from Gods Ordinance. 2, That it being ſo, ts unreſiitible in 
its Whole latitnde, in all the afts Which flow from it. This the Apoſtle 
is cleare for, Rom.13, and for no more, that I know. Alſo that this is 
true as-well in Limited as Abſolute Governments ; v. g. In abſolute 
Monarchy, where Authority doth inveſt the whole will; the Monarch 
is unreſiſtible in all. the as of his reaſonable will; becauſe all are as 
flowing from Gods Ordinance. So in limited Monarchy,where Autho- 
rity doth not ſimply inveft the w// of a Monarch, bur fo far forthas ir 
is regulated by ſuch a law, the Monarch is unreſiſtible in all the a&ts of 
his will which are according tothat law; becauſe they are acts flow- 
ing from Gods Ordinance : Yea thongh either of theſe doe limit him- 
ſelte inthe exerciſe of his own: no way thereby diminiſhing the ful» 
neſſe of his power ;. and afterward exceed thoſe limits, yet he isunre. 
Gſtible, and to be ſubjeRed to a3vely in lawful things, and paſſively 
inunlawtull.: my. reaſon is, becauſe even thoſe afts, notwithſtanding 
lmitatioh, flow from Gods Ordinance of Authority, which remaines 
the ſame,and not leſſened by ſuch limitation. 3. Thes governing power 
i ordinarily gncay to perſo ns by publick conſent, Which is a point 
made good in-my former Treatiſe, and in the former chapter hereof. 
4. T hat this publick conſent 1 not only # meane, but hath a.carſall in- 
fluence in conveying eAuthority to perſons. 5. That men Working by 
ſach conſent as ſecond cauſes, doe neceſſarily convey ſuch Authority, 
as God hath ordained.; \o that,if it can be proved either by Scripture or 
ſound reaſon, that it is Gods ordinance, that ſupremacie ſhould be un- 
limited,and as largeas all the ats of his will which hath ic, then what. 
ever men capitulate about limitation of it, is vaine, fo that the Door 
nced prove only that point ;, and. for my part I will give him thecaule, 
. Limitation 
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6. Limitation of Power may be either of Attz, when Fou cr is conveys 
ed to Perſons to doe certaine Acts of Power ; but not all. Or elſe of 
Manner of Working ; when Power is conveyed to docall Ads of Au- 
thority, but according to ſuch a prefcribed Rule; Now 1 grant the 
former cannot be in the conveyance of Sovcraigne ' Power, an 
infcriour Officer may be limited by commiſſion to certaine as of 
Power ; and hare no Authority todo other Ads of power ; but when 
Soveraignty is conveyed, and the Perfon is ſet up next to- God, above 
all the people, as the DoRour ſaith, He mult have an unlimited Pow- 
er in reſpe& of As of Government : for Gods Ordinance is not one- 
Iy that there ſhould be Power for ſuch an end ; ſc. a Peaceable life in 
godline (ſe and hoxeſtie ; but ſufficiencie of Power tor the attainment of 
that end : So that all Power of doing any A needfull for that end; 
mult be in him who is ſupreme, and the comprehenſive Head of Pow- 
er to inferiour Magiſtrates. So that all the Queſtion truly ſtated is a« 
bout the other fort of Limitation, ſc, #hether Soveraigne Power be (> 
wulinited in its Rule of Atling, that it inveſteth the Whole Reaſonable Will 
of him Who hath it :- So that all the as which proceed from him who 
hath it according to the rule of his owne Reaſon, be poreFtative, and 
from Gods Ordinance, 

Secondly,having thus punually ſtated the Queſtion, the Determi- Ueftion 
nation mult procced in a double way, ſc. 1.1» ſimple Governments, 2.11 o_ —_ 
mixed Governments. I do maintain the Negativein both; and my proot * * 
hall be formed accordingly. 

Firſt then, I» {imple Government, Power 1s not one Unlimited thing Afert.n,. 
5» the ſupreme : But may be limited in the very being and root of it; 
1. The cauſe or meane by which alone it is conveyed, if it beſtow or Rea/;14 
convey only a limited Power, then it is limited in the very Being of 
it, For there can be no more then is conveyed; Now we know , the: 
people by their publike a& of conſent and compaR, may cither bind 
themſclves to a full ſubj:Rion to the Monarchs Will guided by his 
owne Reaſon ; or by ſome conſtituted rule or law fet him to governe 
by zwhich latter if they doe, then 1s his Authority radically limited : 
For they owing no more fubz:&ion ; He can have no farther Power, 
2. If foveraignty may be fo limited, that Active Obedience is not Re2f.15 
due tothe commands which exceed thoſe limits, but may lawfully be 
denicd to them ( as the DoRour acknowledges it may, p.16.) Then 
it may be l;mitcd in the Power it ſcife : Forin ſuch cale the Power 
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excceds not the limitation ; for if the exceeding As were poteftarive, 
weowe Aﬀive ſubjeRionto them, in as auch as they are the Ordi- 
nance of God,, to which. i» ownibas nou probibize, -Attive ſubjeRtion 
is due. 3. If Power in the ſupreme be ſuch, that ir cannot beli. 
mited, then either becauſe it is Gods Ordinance; or elſe becauſe it is 
ſupreme : but its being Gods Ordinance hinders not ; for we ſee, Rom, 
63+ All Powers as well ſupreme, as fabordinate are Gods Ordinance, 
yet ſubordinate Powers may be limited, not only inthe Rate of Atting; 
but inthe kin&of es; as none can denic. Neither its being /apreme 
doth hinder its limitableneſſe z indeed, as before it hiaders it from be. 
ing capable of confinement, in the kyvd of Atts : but in the meaſure oy 
rals of Working, it doth not hinder, inas much! as a Soveraigne Power 
may as well atrains its end, by being confined. to another Law from 
without, asby the Law of its own Reaſon, ifnot much better ; alſo 
we no where finde- Gods Word making any difference or giving pow= 
er to canine ſubordinate Powers 3 but forbidding it of Soveraignes, 


' 4+ That is tobogranted,. which-denicd makes all Sovcraigncs arbi- 


trary,. and of cquall Power ; but toaffirme that Power is one, unliz 
mitcd,. and inveſting all the ARsof the Soveraignes Will doth fo, for 
then is ſoveraignty arbitrary,” not when it hath no moral bounds, for 
then-none were of could be arbitrary ; but when Power is ſo fully in 
onethat every AR of his Arhicrrinw or Will. is Poteſtative and ſave- 
raigndc, . 5. . I have the judgement of all theReformed Charches 
and Divines in Germany, France, Belgia, Scotland, on my part ; who 
have both allowed and aQtually uſed forecable Reſiſtance againſt ſub- 
verſive Inſtruments of their Sovcraignes Will ; ycaour owne famous 
Priaces Elizabeth, James, and-our prefent Soveraigue, both by edicts, 
and Affiſtance have jultified the fame 2: which they would not have 
done, bad they bcen perſwaded of fuch an unlimited Ordinance of 
God inveſting all the Acts of the Will of him who is ſupreme. So that 
by all-thisit appcatsthat the DoRors conceit of ſuch an unlimited Or- 
dinance.obGod, which/hebrings not atittle of Gods word to prove, is 
a mecre-chimers and groundleſie conceit. 

Now the ontly difhculty, which I can thinke on,.is this. Gods Or» 
dinancein ſovcraignty, as before; is not onely Power to ſuch an end 


but afficencieot Power tothe afſecution of that end 3. now a limited 


Power ſeemeth not to be ſufficient for the end of Government, becauſe 


there are two Powers neccfiry to the end of Government, /c. yg 
Þ © 
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of waking and authentique Interpreting of Laws, which are not confi- 


ſtent with a Limitation of Power, 


I anſwer : It is true of Limitation in reſpe& of As; and therefore 5;;, 


I averre,that ſuch a Limitation cannot be where Power is ſupreme : but 
for Limitation to a Kw{eand defined way of Working, I cannot ſee 
how it with-ſtands the end of Government : So that ſuppoſing Pow- 
er of making and Interpreting Laws be neceſſary to the end of Govern - 
ment, yet that they be Abſolutely reſident 1a him who is ſupreme, /c, 
To make Lawes and Interprete Lawes authoritatively without being 
bound to follow any Light or Rule therin, but his owne Reaſon is not 
neceſlary to the end of Government : In theſe Aﬀts a regulated Power 
is enough in the moſf ſimple State, ſc. a Power to make new Lawes, if 
any be needfull ; and [nterpreting the old, if ambiguous, according to 
theRule of the former eſtabliſhed Laws; and by the adviſe of his lear- 
ned Counſ(ell and Judges of his ſupreme Courts of Juſtice. We ſee 
in matters ſpiricuall, there is no Legiſlative Power re(idenr, toordain 
or give authentique ſenc2 in matters de fide, yet the Church ſtands well 
enough;one ſtanding Rule of Scripture beiog ſufficient with a miniſte- 
rial Interpretatio#+>0 it is probable a State might, by a complete ſtan» 
ding Rulc of Law, and a Miniſteriall Power of Interpretation, were 
_ "N Legiſlative Power refident in any Supreme Magiſtrate 
thereof, | ; 


- But the matter is farre more cleare in a mixed Government ; fo that 471.2. 


were it neceſſary in a ſimple Government, that the Supreme ſhon!l4 be 
unlimited in his Power, yet ina fixed ( which is- enough for us in 
this Kiagdome) evidently it is not ſo : And to make this appeare, I 
will lay downe three grounds, 1. Such a Government may be cſta» 
bliſhed that the ſupreme Power may be placed in many perſons, either 
of the ſame, or divers condition, that is, in a mixed SubjeR : elſe all 
formes were unlawfall except ſimple Monarchic. 2. If this fit 
preame Power be incqually placed in theſe Perſons-or States of men ; 
{o that areall ſublimity and Principality be given to oe, then the de» 


nomination may be taken from that Principall : and fo it is a Monar- 
chy, or Ariſtocracy, or Dzmoctacy mixed in the Power it /elfs; how- 
ovcr it pleaſeth this Replier to deride it, with rhe rop, or Crowne of the 
head : of which more hercafter, 9g. ' Where the Supremacy of 
power is thus in many, although all taken together have an unlimited 
Power, as in ours, yet neither of them feverall by himfclic hath, or 
| Can 


\ 
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can have ; for it isacontradiRion, that it be reſident in mary, and yet 
unlimitedly in Ove, _ 

Now to thoſe two ſhewes of Argament, which in the beginning 


þ! | pps out of this Reply, I ſay, before Government be eltabliſh- 
c 


it istrue the people have no formal! Politique Power of Life and 
Death z yet they have a ſeminal; that is, every one for himſelfe, his 
family and poſterity hath a power of reſigning up their naturall liber- 
tYs to be governed by One, or many ; after this or that forme as they 

all judge fitteſt. God ordaining that Powers ſhould be to ſuch an 
end, hath thereby legitimated and ratified avy Conſent or Contrat 
which people may make of a with their liberty and giving Ma- 
giltrates a common Powerover them to that end. And Gods not 
preſcribing any R#le or Xeaſure of Power by bis Ordinance of Autho= 
rity, hath left it inthe peoples liberty, to rcligac up themſelves ace 
cording toſuchRule and Termes, as they judge fitteſt, fo it be ſach 
asthecnd of his Ordinance may be attained thereby. Thus although 
by it.ſelfe, and excluding Gods Q:dinance they have no immediate 
Power tolay a command on others, nor Power of lifc and death, yet 
in vertucof Gods Ordinance their common conſcut and contra is 
{fficient to ſet up ſuch a Power which is eadowed with a ſufficienc 
of Commartd for Government and the end. of Government over thoſe 
which have, cach man for himſclfe and his, ſet it up. So although 
ſecond (anſes have no Power by themſclves to produce their eff: As, 
yet working in vertue of the firſ# Cauſe they have Power to produce 
eff:&s, ſometimes farre beyond their own Mcaſure,, Therefore I de- 
fire this Doour cither to bring ſome Ordinance of God exprefizly fore 
bidding to ſet any bounds or Ruleof Power upon the Will of the Magi- 
ſtrate ; or elſc let him ſuffer Man-kind to uſe their Right in reſigning 
up that liberty which God and nature hath given them upon ſuch 
tcrmes and conditions as they apprehend belt for their own good: and 
the due end of Government. 

Inthe cloſe of this QueſtiS8n, I will lay downe three Concluſions 

concerning the Ordinance of God, and the Natare of Soveraigntie, 

T1. God hath erdained that m Societies of Men there ſhould be a Politiks 
Power, fir a peaceable and goully life : This Ordinance hath put a Semi- 
all Power in all the Socicties of Men, (c. a Liberty and Power by com- 
mon Conſent to re{igneup themſelves and theirs to one Supreame ; 


thereby conſtituting a common Politique Power. 


2.God 


< "Ana aciat A 


AE. es gs, 
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2. God in hu Ordinance fir Government having not determined any kind Conus 
or forme of Power ; hath left iz to the libertie of Societies of men to chooſe ; 
to Which kind they will reſigne wp themſelves,cither toa ſupreme regulated 
in the As of his Will by his owne Reaſon, as in abſolute Governmenty- . 
or to one regulated by a Common Reaſon or Law conſtituted by pub- 
like conſent,as in Limited, , 
3+ God in hi Ordinance fir Government having not determined the ſub= Conclu%z 
Jett of this P ower, hath left it to the choice of Societies to aveſk With this So- 
veraigntie, either one Perſon or many, andthoſe either of the [ame, oy di- 
vers Br and rankes of men ; Whence ariſe ſimple or mixed Govern» 
ments, and this 15 the Architeftonicall Power left in focictics before 
they are engaged in a Government, which the DoRour doth ſo cauſe 
kſly deride : Here is the ſumme of what I do averre concerning Gods 
Ordinance in Soveraigntie, which I challenge the Docour or any elſe 
to gain-ſay, 

The ſecond fort of the DoRors falſe ſuppofals reſpe&t theNatwre and $2.2; 
Duplity of Limitation, wherealfol obſerve that he proceeds on two Of niture 
falic and fallacious Principles, /&, 1. He every where confounds Moe- 22d Qua- 
rall and (vill or Legall Limitation, ſap. 18, 93. 39. 2. That Sove- or ag 
raignty is capable onely of a woral Limitation, p.39,32., 'So that if 2- | 
ny other be in any State ordained, He cannot beleeve but ſach a condits« 

9" 14 unlan full, and unreaſonable againſt the Order of Government, p, 39. 
If the nature of Limitation be well knowne, it will appeare that the 
DoRor hath done very inconfiderately, or rather very fraudul:ntly 
( for he hath obſcured the Truth much by it) in confounding moral 
and Civill Limitation, We will therefore conſider the nature of Li- 
witation ſomething more accurately then I have done in my former 
Treatiſe ; for it will be a great light to the whole controverſie. | 
Firſt, We muſt conſider adiſtinQion of Power, which is cither, 4 Poſs. 

ſmple Power of Willing or Doing, which is in every Morall Agent, 2.A 
P ower of Authoritative and obligatorie Willing or Doing ; ſo that an a& 
of it, whether a Villof Commandor Cenſure expreſſed, hath invit a 
binding power to ſubjection, this is that which we call Magiftracy, 
of whoſe Limitation now we treat, 
. Secondly, concerning Limitation z we muſt know that it induceth 
an abſolute neceſſity of not producing any AR beyond thote Limits, 
For a Power having bounds beyond which it can exceed, it it pleaſe, 
though with difficulty, it is not properly /imited, but kinared, 

E Thirdly, 
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I, Thirdly, This aeceſiry of not exceeding thoſe bounds is ſuch as the 
| bound; themielvesare ; {o that it isevertrac, 7 but « Power-in What Way 
3 «« limited cannet exceed thoſe linats, 
4. Fourthly, There arcof this Power but two forts of Limits,/e.I. Mo. 
— Moral ,,p and 2, Civilor Politique, Of whichtwo we mult diſtinRly con- 
wmith. (der... 1. Moral Limitsis the Morall Will or Law of God ; and a 
| Power is {aid to be limited by this, not when it cannot produce any 
A& at all : but when it cannot mera//yprodace it, that is, Withows ſix, 
Forehe ſupervening ofa morall bond, doth not take away the Power 
of dleing, but of right of fnleſſe doing 1 v, g. in Natural Pomers, Gods 
prohibition of cating Swines fleſh, d1d not take away from the Jew 
the naturall Power uf cating it; but the power of ſinlefſe cating it. So 
in Civil power a prohibition of God comming upon it, doth not take 
away the Power of Civil and Authoritative Doing ; but of lawtall,or 
finlef& doing, And hence it followes, '1, That Morall Limitation is 
only of the Exerciſe of Power ; -not of the power it ſelfe : for the pow- 
ex is not thereby taken away, but remaines <qually extenſe and able to 
allits a&s,. as it was before ; only.now it cannot put forth it ſelfe un- 
___ tocertaine As without finne, aybich it could before : Thus an e-46- 
'" (Ume Monarch who hath a power of doing, as cxtenſc as his Reafona- 
ble Will, {es todoe but this, or in this manner :..now he is #w0= 
rally bownd,- by vertac of this promiſe ; and cannot without (inne doe 
otherwiſe : yet if he doe, his Commanding Power is the ſame, and 
- ma —_— the Sabjet, And ſoit is proportionably in Legal 
ov » | Cyprian Biſhop of Carthage hath by the Canonsa ' 
pawerofjudging Eccleſiaſticall cauſes committed to bim : He re- 
= falves and promiſes todoe nothing of moment herein, but by the con-- 
ſent of his Clergie, now he is werally bound : and if afterward he doe 
; athing by himſelfe wirhour their conſent, he fins : yet no man will 
fay his Epiſcopall power is-lefſened ; or the a& he ſodoth, is canoni« 
cally 3»valid, and notobligatoric.” 2, Yeait followes alſo that it 
15-not properly a Limitation of the-E xorci/e of power neither : for by 
2 morall bond, the Power is not ſo bound 1p, but that it can exerciſe 
it ſelfe, and that validly too, though noi without (inne, as appeares 
before, 3%» Aifoctiat itis no detraQtion from Ab/6/mteneſſe of Pow. 
ez nor is it ſufficient to make a diſtin&ion of it into Abſolute and Ls 
ited... For, .1--It cauſcs no reall Limitation of power, cither in the 
nature, or exerciſe of it, . 3c It is not 4ftintive, being to be found = 
E. 
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the moſt abſolute power under heaven, all being bounded by Gods 
Law, the Law of Equity, and many promiſcs by themſelves made. 

2, (villor Legal Limits cauſe a Civill and Legall definement of 
Authority, ſo that, its cxceeding aQs are not Zegall and binding, that 
is, are n0# Anthoritative : for as a Ilorall bond induces aneceſlity of 
confinement in eſſe morals ; ſoa (ivill and Legallbond doth in effe lega- 
li & obligatorio, Hence follows, x. It is thelq Lega#and civill bounds 
which conſtitute a Government in a limited condition, not thoſe mo- 
rall ; for this is di/intive and is never found in an abſolute Governe- 
ment , for there the Soveraigne by promiſe or Oath binding himſclfe 
to a ſtated courfe doth put no Law civill upon his power, or the exer- 
ciſc of it ; for though he finne in exceeding afterwards, yet his a&ts 
are truely Legall and Authoritative, 2, This induceth a real] Li- 
mitation of power, neither can it be only ofexerci/e; for ſith it brings 
an illegality and anauthoritativeneſſe on as exceeding, that is,makes 
them none i»eſſe civil & polirics, it is a limitation of Power it /elfs , 
for when a Power can produce no potentiall a&s beyond ſuch limits, 
then it is limited in tho very being. 3. As exceeding politique 
and legall Limitation, being not Legall nor authoritative in that State 
ca! give no authoritie to the Inſtruments, and therefore they may be 
reliſted without reſiſtance or violation of Authoritic, Wherezs it is 0» 
therwiſe in As exceeding morall Limitation ; tor being authoritative, 
they authorize the Inſtrument, and give him an unreliltance. 

In ſumme: Limitation morall and civill or legall doe differ in three 
main particulars, 
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1. Moral, (ith it is nopolitique or Authoritative AF, makes no Concluſ.x 


reall detraRion either in power or cxerciſcof it, and therefore agrees 
with the maſt abſolute Government : whereas Legadl, being a poli- 
tique and authoritative A& makes a real! diminution ; and fo is the 
ratio formalu, or dſtiaftive concest conſtituting Limited government ; 
nor can be found 1n abſolute. | 

2, Hence, Exceeding Atts notwithſtanding moral! limitation are 
zuthoritative, proceed'from Gods Ordinance, and challenge fubjeRi-* 
on ; but they are otherwiſe which exceed x legallimitation. 

3, Exceeding AAts in word# limitation being authoritative have the 
$word or compelling power annexed to them, which may not be rc= 
ſited :. but in Legal, being not authoritative, they have not the ſword 
or cowpclling power annexed, and therefore may be reliſted in their 
E 2 Inſtruments s 
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Inftraments :' will illuſtrate all this by a familiar inſtance, In our 
Government, | a Indge hath a Commillion to heare and determine 
Cauſcs according to the Verdi& of twelve mn, + Here is a Power li- 
mited-in/the yery being, that is Legally and Civilly.. This Tudge uſcth 
indire& meancs to corrupt the Iuricto bring inan unjuſt Verdi& ; but 
jadgeth as his Commiſſion binds him according to their Verdict : 
Here is 2 927 4l exceeding, yet the At of judgement is Authoritative, 
becauſe according to bis Commiſſion, and muſt not be reſiſted, A- 
gaine, He paſſcth ſentence ta another cauſe expreſſcly againſt the Ver- 
ditofthelury, in an arbitrary way. Here isa Legal exceeding, and 
the ſentence is nor authoritative. He having no ſuch Power commit- 
tcd to him, the ſentence can haveno binding power in it. Hereby 
it appcarcs how without any-grouod of Truth, the former ſuppoſals 

are; \ 

Scf.3. Thirdly concerning the Caufes and Aranes of Limitation: the Do« 

Cauſes & ors ſuppoſals are, 1+ That Radicall Limitation, that is, of the Pow- 

meanes of ©. it ſ-}fe requires anexpreſſe and notoriom att, it muſt be done in the be- 

—_ inning and at once, p- 15. 34+39. 2. T hat a Prince may (6 limit hith- 

elfe, as not rorequire to be attively ſubjetted to, and yet be limited only" in 
the exerciſe, \not mn 6 a i ſelfs, p.16, 3+ That no: Limitation by 
ex condeſcent,. 14.of the Powerit ſelfe, p. 28. this being a conſequent 
com tbe firſt, © Now that the falſhood of theſe and the like grounds 
every where ſcattered.in bis bookes may apyearc; Let us alittle more 
diligently bandle-the Caves and Meanes of Limitation, which, as be- 
fore, being twofold, Morall and Civill ; We will begin-with Moralli 

Cauſes of 3; Now the Formal cauſe of a mecre Zora Limitation,is that which 

cr Li» morally bounds or makes ſinfull any at of Power. We are thercforo 
* to enquire What it is-which can doe thats. And this is, I, Principal- 

ly the oral Law of God forbidding fyeb.an exerciſe. of Power, This 
is an wniverſall, pergernall and invinc;ble Limitation of all power of Go- 
- yernment, cither abſolute or legall, yeaof all ARtive Power of rcaſo- 
| nablecreatures.. , 2+. There is another meane of Limitation morall, /z. 
a Promiſe, Oath or poſitive conftirution, whereby a Prince puts a*"bond 
upon himſ2lte, making that now-fiofullto be done, which before was 
not ſo, This alſo induces a wozal Limitation, as well in abſolute as /c- 


—y 


gal Governments; as ifan Abſolute Monarch promiſe tofollow ſuch a 
Awule, which hath a Power to uſc any which his reaſon ſhall diKate,Or 
ifa Legal promiſe toabridge himſclte ina courſe, in which the Zaw 


hath 
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hath left him indeterminate : in this reſpe&t,they come under a 9207 al! 
. limitation. But concerning this poſcrive meane we mult note. x, This 
promiſe, how ſolemne ſoever it be, mult be a- ple bond : It muſt ex- 
tend to no diminution of power, or diſcharge from duty of fubjecion; 
for then it is not meerely morall, ic makes the exceeding a&t not only 
ſinfull,burt non obliging : whercas it is the note of a meere morall bond, 
that it extends not to any leſſening of Authority, or diſcharge of duty 7 
as if a Captaine rake his enemy prifoner ; he to ſave his life ſweares 
him a full vaſſalage afterward, his Maſter promiſes to command him 
only ſuch ſervices, never abſolving him from his former bond of ab- 
ſolute ſlavery : hereis a morall bond; yer ſtill a full debt of fubjetion 
in cale the Maſter ſhould breake his word, and put him-on other em- 
ployment. 2. If the matter be more throughly looked into, this po- 
tive meane of limitation is either none at alt; or elſe addesnoching 
to the former,of the morall law of G od : For in ſuch promiſe or Oath 
whereby a Governour limits himſelfe there is an expreſſe or tacite con- 
dition, if it conduce to the end of Government, the glory of GoJ, and 
publick good: For if ſuch Oath or bond hinder the end of Government, 
it is e-nomine, unlawhull and invalid ; but iff congduce to it,. then it was 
no more,then-was virtually required of him before by the morall Law 
this promiſe or Oath being but a more ſolemne profeilion and proteſta- 
tiorrtodoe that which before im licitely. he was bound morally unto.. 
Thus weſee all that Door ſpeakes of. Morall and irrevocable limi- 
tion by promiſe and oath comes to nothing in the iſſue : ſo+thar ighis 
being granted that the Monarchs power in this State were only Moral+ 
ly limited in the Doctors ſenſe; We are as much under-and oweas 
much ſubje&ion as the caprive ſlave to his- Maſter ;. and all our Laws. 
and Statutes being but morall limitations of this ſecond ſort, are not fo 
much as morall limitations any farther then the Prince fees:them con- 
duce to the end of Government,if any ſeem to ſtand in his way,and hin- 
der him therein,he is no longer bound to it ; but may account it an ill 
made proms/e or Oath which is better broke then kept... 2. Of the TAY 
Canſes and Meanes of Civill and legall limitation, whereby not only Legill is 
the exerciſe, but the power it {elfe is contined. 1. The firmall cauſe mirioa.. 
hereof is the limitation of the duty of /abje&ion inthe people : The 
d«ty of fubjetion is the originall of the powey of Authoriry. Pcople by. 
becomming debtors of ſubje&ion _doe ſer up Authority ; and by ſtin- 
ting and terminacing the duty of I doe put. bounds and termes 
3 ec , 
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to aporee ofcammanding. 2. Letus ſee then by what 'meanes the 
duty of ſubjeFion may be terminated. I conceive it may be done twa 
wayes. , I, As.firit, when a people reſigning up them(cIves to a ſtare ai 
lubjetion: dee it; not abſolucely, but zmpole anly a limited band an 
themlelves ; for-if they impole no more duty ;. the Governour can 
alume no mare power, Now this may be done, not only by poſitive, 
expreſſe. and noteriqus at, as the Doctar ſpeakes ; but allo by a xe- 
Fative ; 4 imecre not unpoſing of. an abſoluce bond of ducy on chem- 
felveg is enough : ;{o that if it:cannot bt proved eicher by records of che 
firlt inſticucion, orpreſert. eblgationthata people have put themlclves 

iechionn, then it 1s to be keld but limited - 
For whatloever is ours by the law of nature, cannot be taken from us 
bur by ſome poſitive att done by aur ſelves or Anceltors : Thus in 
private mein z: Liberey yebuch is mine by nature,none can take from me, 
unlefſe-he can bring title or right whereby ic became his, and I his ſer- 
vant. Noram Tany farther his ſervant, then he can bring proote af his 
tight. The fame is true of a fociety of men. In this caſe it belongs to the 
challenger, and notto the defevdent to bring his poſotive notarious att 
for -proofe of hisritte, and) medſyre of his title ; So that the Doors 
demand isnnreaſocable, who Rariding tor a full right in our Goyern- 
ment, puts on the peoples part to bring evidence that they have nor. 
Rather it isjuſt, that he ſhould —_—_ pofitive and notorious at 
wherein ic appeares that this peaple have fully refigned up their liberty 
tolanabalnce Govemment;. or make dcappeare that it is Gods ar- 
diifamivt char- where ever a e doeconltzthite. a foveraigne power, 
they muſt make an abſolurerefignation of their liberty. 2. By afcer- 
condeſcent, for this may'be 2 meane of civil limitation, unleſle any 
willimagine that a people once purting themlelves into abſolute ſub- 
jection, -are- irrevocably fo.” And thus a Monarch becomes limited, 
whert che prozi/eor Oxth. he limits himſclte by, is not imple, bur a- 
mounts either exprefſety or equivalently to a relaxation of the bond of 
ſubjeftion : whether it proceed from meere grace, or conſcience of 
equity,or by Petition,or 1mportuniry of the peapleit matters not what 


. was theground of itz if it carry with it a relaxation of the dutic of 


ſaubſettion,it.isa meane of civilt limitation, in the very roar of power ; 


for power can be no larger in the Prince, then daty of ſubjeftion is in 


the people ; for theſe two have a neceſlary dependence, and re/ation 


of equality either to other. Thus if a Monarch, taking advangage of 


force 
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force of armes, impoſe a new Oath of full ſabjef59n on his people, who 
before were but /egaly bound ; and prevaile fo farre, that the whole 
or major part of his people doe take it for themſelves and theirs, here is 
a chang of Government from Legaltinto ,Mbſolnte, an enlargement 
of power : ſo on the contrary. And for thismatrer we need looke ns 
farther, then the National Oath, or Eſtabliſhed Lawes ; for if they 
bind the people tor an abſolute ſabjettion ; ſuch is the power , and 
though it have morall,. yet it hath no legall limitatiqn ; And {o on the 
contrary if they bind only to a ſabjettion according to the Law ; the 
Government is limited in the very power of it, | Hence it appeares to 
be falſe which the Doctor hathyp.16. that a Monarch may totye him- 
{clfe as-to require no? tobe ſubjetted to but according ro (uch Lawes, 
and yer not becivilly limited, in his very power, for if he ſo far re- 
quire notto befubjected toythat he untye the bondof {ubje&ion beyond 
thoſe Lawes,z then is his Authority limited, and can proceed no far- 
ther ; neicher-are the inſtruments of his will exceeding thole lawes, 
authorized, but private perſons,and reſiſtible : And alſo talſe, which he 
laycs,p.28. That limitution by condeſcent cannot be radicall, Now it 
enquiry be made concerning the ſimplicity of antient firmes of afſu- 
ming into ſoveraignty,. as when the people are ſaid to make one King 3 
tro endue him indefinirely with Kingly power ; not confining his Go- 
vernment by any expreſſelimications. ef; I conceive 1n ſuch caſe 
to know how far a people are bound by ſuch an indefinite contratt, 
theſe things are to be looked into. 1. If the intexr of the people can 
be diſcovered in ſuch a conſtitution, for if it can, doubtleſſe the contrat 
binds ſo far, and no farther. Thus Lyra concludes concerning the re- 
queſt of the people of Iſracl fora King, that it is to be underſtood of ati 
Abſolute King, by that clauſe in the petition, x Sam.8.5. a King to 
Judge us like all the Nations, for all thole Eaſterne Nacions. having 
Abtolure Moffarchs, they deſiring to be governed like them ; muſt be 
conceived to intend ſuch a government, 2. If there be no expretlion 
of their intent59n : then a light concerning it mult be borrowed for 
circumſtances; ſc. the kind of government whereunto-they have been 


formerly accuſtomed ; or that of the Nation from which they procec- - 


ded: And thus the Saxons giving Kingly ftate to their Capcaines in 
this Land,cannot in reaſon be interpreted to intend any other, then that 


- hereunto they were accxſtomed, and which was the frme of the 


Nation whence they came, This Rxle is ever to be kept as well m pub-- 
like, 
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like,as.in private contraQts of that ſimple indefinite forme,that they are 
to be conttrued, as far 4s may bein fovour of the granter. 


woo ng 04 TOW WOTTIALAL. Cap. V. uy 
eAn eAnſwer tothe. Se..4. cancerning the Conſtitution of this 
Aorarchy, Te 

Sean, A Fonrth ſort of the Dofors /appoſaly are concerning the Conſti- 
{ 'X' 't#r io of this Monarchy, which in words he granteth tobe /im;- 
tedand'mixed, but comming to expjaine himſclfe, he makes ſuch a /;- 
»mitation'df it andiuch a mixture as is indeed none at all, being to be 
found in che moſt Abſolute and fimpſe governmeyts in the world : for 
heevery where ſuppoſeth it limited only morally in the exerciſe, not 
inthe power: iAnd fo mixed, that there-is but one ſimple power ; 4 
wixta ary Y 6 one ſimple principle, ſuch' a one as never was heard 
ofjin'the world before.” And this he delivers on his bare word , never 
bringing any proote of it, thinking it enough if he can except againſt 
that which I -have ſer downe concerning theſe things in my Treatiſe. 
Among other Aflertions which I have there about the ſtate of this Go- 
yetnment = there are: two which this Replyer doth oppole. One is 
P31: That the ſaveraignty of our Kings is radically and fundamen- 
tally limited : which.I have made good by five Arguments, and added 
a ſolirion:ro the rwo chicfe- which may be made againſt ic. © The 
other is, p:39. That the Authority of this Land is of a compounded 
"and mixed nature in"thewvery root andconſtitution of it. This I have 
confirmed'byirhree Reaſons ; and have anſwered three Obxtions 
which may be made againſt it, Now I deſire the Reader imparrtially to 
weigh what I have therefaid ; and to compare it with this Dotors 
Reply; and then judge whether thoſe truths ſtand nor firme againſt all 
that is brought rounfringe them. Butler us ſee whar he oppoleth. He 
proceedes-not in-any orderly courſe, to fer downe his $x:icheſer and 
-prove them; and- to give Anlwer to what I have brought on the con- 
trary ; bur firſt Shes, {ome time in conſidering what this Govern- 
ment was in its Originall; as if it mult needs remaine ſtill fuch as ic 
. was at firſt; and could not receive any alcerations, and graduall accom- 
 pliſhment in. procefle of time. And then he ters on my Arguments, but 

how feebly we ſhall eafily diſcover. -. | 
Here the firſt-thing I did cax-in the Doctors booke, was that he affir- 
med things contradiQtory :. for he tells us he is againſt Abſolute power 
in 


TI TIA as _ 


I 


- 
” SIS _ 
—_ ro nt en __ TR p— 
- - _ —_— 
* 


— 


*7 43 444 iGo 


W. ww & 
—marRo— == 


* -- « . =. > = 
——_ ——_——_ 
© > ISS A. cali 


"% 


ee ee OOO = 


_—_— 


at 


The Vindication of the Treatiſe of Monarchy, 

in our Kings ; and arbitrary Government : And yet healfo affirmes, 
that our Kings hold by right of conqueſt, yea of three conqueſts. And 
that the Hoxſes of Parliament are more ſnbject to our Kings, then the 
Senate of Rome was to their Emperours. Allo that the finall 11dgement 
#5in One. Now how thele ſo. openly contradiftorie Aflcrtions can 
ſtand rogether he doth not ſhey us. Only he ckallengeth my ingenuity, 
if either he propuſed this as a concluſion to be proved, that 2ur Kings 
are abſolute, p.21. Neither doe I attirme that he did :' Only I ſay, he 
holds things contradiftory ; that ke holds ſuch grounds-which make all 
Kings ablolute, /c, that no ſ@premee is or can be more then morally li- 
mited, Indced he ſpeakes much of limitation morall ; of limicationin 
the exerciſe of power ; this makes a great noiſe of /imtation, but in- 
deed are but meere vailes to cover over Abſolureneſle, and make it the 
more paſlable, which he is aſhamed to propole to the world in ex- 
prefle termes. Suppole he did not mention thoſe congiteſts to Win an 
arbitrary power to the King, Yetiure in affirming more then once, 
that he hath ſuch a right, he doth as much as it heaid he may ule an 
arbicrary power if he will ; for if he hath a rsghr of Conqueſt,he hath 
an Arbitrary right, by the Doctors own contellion, p.22. and if he 
hath a 74ght of Arbitrarineſſe, it is his lenity he doth notule it. In the 
Anſwer to the firſt Argument which I brought-for the Abſoluceneſle of 
our Kings ( which was that They hold by conqueſt, and therefore are 
Abſolute.) 1 do not fay,the Doctor drawes ſuch a concluſion : No but 
be layes down the Antecedent ; and thenany body elſe may draw out 
the concluſion. . 
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I fetch not the root of ſucceſſion, lo farre backe as the Saxons, as this _ 'g nall. 
Or Tnls 


Monat. 


Replicr traduces, to cnt off advantages Which may: be mage from the 
Normans entrance, p. 22. But becauſe himſelfe began tK&EFb make 
up a 7 _—_ of Conqueſts : This drew me on that diſcourle of the 
Original of this Monarchy;nor.that the cauſe had any need of it; for it 
is his work to prove the Governinent abſolute,it he will have it ſo ; alſo 
ſuppole it were as abſolute as the Norman Conqueſt, by him improved 
can make it ; yer that hinders not, bur that it may become really and 
gadically limiced.afrerward, , by condeſcent, -as ;appeares in the tormer 
chapter. Conxerping the S4x0x-entrance,l faid itwas not a congueſt, 
ſe. properly and ſimply, but a» expylſion, Heanlwers, T hi is neither 
grue,nor greatly mazeriall, p.22, 1lay, 4t is bothgre and material 
lt is tr#e 3. Jor all the Britaines WRuch retaineg-cheir name and Nas 
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tion, weretheyimany of few; were expelled into Wales 2 All the reſt 
in gente; lege, momien, linquams, vincentiun conceſſerunt ; as 
hinaſelte cites for ie out of MU Ciantbden. And it is very mareriall ; 
tor if they which only rearained: Nete in gentem & leges vincentiun 
conceſſeruant; Then: the Conquerers, 481 ſaid,. kept their 0/4 forme of 
Gouernmentzthe $4x9ns came nbt into the condicion of the conquered 
Brittaines;bur they into;the ol liberty of the Saxons; Hereupon grew 
there a rieceſſiey of inquity inrs/the Government of the'Nation, betore 
they came hither ; thar ſo we might know what a one they eſtabliſhed 
here ; and-broushet the remaining Br#rtaiaes into. - And a record of 
more unqueſtionable authority then Tacirms I could not imagine ; nor 
amoreexpreſſe-reſtimony for a lintited forme in the very poteFt.u of 
it; -of. whiek ſorr he' aftirmes- the Governement of all the Germane 
Nations was, How ever the Doctor is pleaſed to call it a conjernre, a 
dreame and wheertuinty ;  Noz the exprefſe teſtimony of ſuch an Au- 
thor is not fo't :Rather thitt probab;/iry of-chele Sax9ns nor being 
ther! a pfople of Germ ary;blr did afterward breake out of the Cimbri- 
ca therſoneſm,, is 10; which him(elfe Yares call no more then 4 proba- 
bility 1fay, t.1t is-2 greater probability,that they were a people of Ger- 
m*uny before they. came in hither; tor the Ang/s which accompanied 
thery in chat" invaſion; Weregqudltionles Germanes, and reckoned by 
F ar if among that perplez doubrlelſe they were neighbonrs in habita- 
tion which were joyned iti chit Yoyageand conqueſt, 2, Suppole the 
matter wete tiot elkeare of the'Faxons, yet is it of the Angls which gave 
denomination to. the Land and people, who no doubt fetained their 
Liwsand Govetnaicht,ſyes Owrrbden ; which was limited inthe ve- 
fy rogall powey faich Tarirns. But this Door would make len be 
lieve, as if I-etdeavoured to deduce the very 2Hod-1! of our preſent Go- 
vernment from that Sxxon-ingrefle 2: Whereas all that I ayme at, is- 
makeitappeare that 534 fone, in the rude beginnings tt is fo ans 
t; wid ſhall atfirthe the limited power of the- Engliſh Kings, and 
libetry!'6f the. ſubje&ts ro have beer from thence continued till now, 
anleſ(e he cati bring ſoine better profes of its interruption, and in- 
duRion of an wnlitruitcd power, thents yerche'bach: Alto toſhew: thas . 
the No@ors Tenvire by" Conqueſt 45 vaine #1 the firlt of the Three; for 
the S4x07 gave the feh to thejt Pririves, bur kept their Lawes, and 
came. not-urider the'Pitle of a conquered people. "Next, the Dofter 
bet our Government, 

P44» 
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P.44- (for it is nothing. with him for advantage to 8kip over 9. or 19. 


{&+-1 Pages.) that {a he might make a ſhew as if. 1 ſet down that modell ag 


deriyed from the Sgx0x5 pur of Germgpy ; ,and fo. ipends ncere, twg 
ages in this unreaſonable way of traducingme; Whereas he cannot 
e ignorant, that in many places, yea at preſent is forced to contelle, 
p-24- that I acknowledge our Government came up to this exacnelle 
and full height by degrees and in cantinuance of time ;- but indeed he 
had nothing elſe to {ay againſt that Deſcription of this plat forme or 
any one of chote 6. Syppo/a/s of which it conſiſts ; and therefore when 
he had fained as if I had derived it from the beginning of the Saxox 
Government in this Land, he calls it a phasfie, againſt the credir of all 
Hiftories and (bronicles p.24.and fo lets it gae. Let the Reader judge, 
Ma, © doe not there apparently {er it down as a deſcr5peion of our 
vow exzſteut Frame of Government : And whether any thing therein 
is fot according to paſt hiſtorie, and preſent experience : Yea I chal» 
lenge: the Door to except againlt the lealt part of it, as not ſo: if he 
cannot,he cores ſo to miica}l and deride it, After this Excurſion, 
he returnes backMo the 36. page of my Book, and the proper buſineſſe 
of that Chapt, which was his three Tires by Conqueſt, Ilooked that 
after his firſt, he ſhould have made good his /econd C onqueſt, ic. the 
Daniſh, and made good what he had faid, that our Kings hold by that 
roo, as one of the three, Bur nor; a word of that for ſlrame ; He paſſes 
P+26, to the Norman entrance ; And toprove that #i{liaps held this 
Land by conqueſt, he cites our of M* Cambden that in vitforie quaſs 
Tropheum,. he diſþoſed of the Langs »f the C enquered, changed theiy 
T engre, abrogated What Engliſh Lawes andenftomes he plea(ed,&Cc. 
Indeed when he had gotten full poſleflion, he did what he pleated ; bur 
fattum non probat jus. Ihaveproved, and the Door hath not gain- 
ſaid, 1. That his Tgr/e by which he claimed was @ ſacceſſive and Le- 
gall Title. 2, That this Tjtle got the favgur of agreat;paryy,and was 
« maine Meane tacilitating his acquirie,  3.That he was imaugrrated 
by virtue of that Title, , 4. After he had gotten the Kingdome,though 
he did many things arbitrarily, yet he ſerled: bimſelfs and. bis ſuccef< 
(ours in the Ftate of Legall Maqnarches, as the Door confelles, p.27. 
What then is become of his 7 r7zple Tenmre by Congqreſft; when heres 
not one can be made good ;' when it cames to a due ſcanning? Thar 
of M* Cambden, that the Kings of this Land have Poteſtatem ſupre- 
mam, merum imperium, is ng more then that of the Stature Whig! 
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the Door ſpeakes of, p.47: that it is- an Empire governed by one [z,. 
ene head, which Weacknowkder - for LY irs libperiom o_ 
underficoditra moderice ſenſe; eHe it fay& tore then. the DoRor 
himiſelfe proteſſes toown: Though M*-Camb4*ns judgement in this 

caſe is not-of the authority ofa proofe, GAIL 7500 
Se. 2. Therrhe paſles tomy Arguments;p.28; But, by the way, letmetell 
My Argu- him, I brovght 5. Arguments to prove this Government /imezred, and 
—_ tor 2: to prove 1Umixed : ati it had been-meet hE*Ntould: have brought 
nt” fofiewhatzbelide his bare word, toproveiclimitedonly ihithe exerciſe, 
Mixture that is, Ab/oluete 3n the power ;- but-hebrings no proote, becauſe he had 
vindica» none :' Yetperhaps though he had not-wherwithalFto coyfi-»z his own, 
ted, yet he harhto dewvel:p my Aﬀertiotts+ Let us fee therefore his 6/1u- 
#045 of my. Arguments." Bur before. wecome to-weigh them, becauſe 
hetells us-p.28. it Wer#an Argument fir for a thilfull Lawyer to la- 
bois in; and:;ſlights my-erdeavour becautel bring not Hiſtory and*An- 
tiquity, - but docgoe abotit ro reaſon himinto a hare ot eAſſer- 


- 


+997, - Ler-me-pretniſe ſomerhing- concerning thatY{iprſe of' proving 
thei; KITWE-work: ot bringing HiFory and AmMiquity doth be- 
long to him Whoalfirmes ſuch a Title of Power inour Kings ; Let him 
thew how and when it was conveyed-to them :: He which challenges a 
right ro-that, which was'once undoubtedly mine, muſt prove his right 
:and hecari have no-more then he-can bring-evidence for. -2. Onhis de- 
'Faut, if-I undereake a needleſie office to prove my Negative, there are 
but_ewo wayes imaginable to-doe it,/ one is by records of h:ftories ſet- 
ting out-the firft conftirution ofa ſtare, and the Termes on which the 
people religned np their liberty to\aſubjection. 'Soin the Antient, Ro- 
mane State, the Frneroan;' the late Belgik Union, andothers which 
have at once, viſibly and lattly-bven' compoled, ic is likely that way 
mighr beraken.. The other isby demonſtrative cole tions drawn from 
the inſticprionofrbepreſerneompolute of aState. ' Thus alone is jt pol- 
fible ro-diſcerne andiprowe the:conftirmrion of a Government which 
{prings. not up at ance, bur'by unſeen degrees and moments, whoſe 
tundamentall.conſtitutive acts ſtand upon no record; This is the con- 
dion of molt Governments in the-world- which. have ſprung from 
{mall, rude:and unknown beginnings:i \And of this it-paracular, For 
1» A limication-of RoyallPower was brought hither by the Sxxons 
apd Ang1i our Anceſtours, hath been proved. This was,as thaſe times 
were, very.rwude and unpcliſhed, it is hikely fuch as { apraings in Armies 
| ; - have, 
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have, whocan doe nothing of moment without the adviſe and cons 
nt of the Connſell of warre, 2. This Limitation of Power and EF.i- 
bertic received ſome more firmaand ſetled bonnds afterwards by cx 


ſomes and Lanes befois the Conqueſt, as appeares by the Common 


Lawes, which are, as it were, the 44/55 'and foundation of this Governe 
ment, the Statate Lawer being but after /apertruttives ; Theſe Com» 
wor Lawes did not gro\y up at once, but by degrees, and were wnwrit- 
ten Cuiftomes and U ſages gaining authority by unknowne preſcription, 
aboveall written Lawes; and were afterward committed to writing 
by men skilfull in the Lawes, 3. Atlength, and after the Conqueſt 
it was perfe&ed tothis Parliamentarie Forme ; and even this being-at 
firſt but r#de, grew to this exattreſſe by length of Time, and-infinite 
Contentions, This latter way only being left us ; thatI took,and the 
DoRour hath no cauſe todeſpiſe it, For when a thing of pre/ent Stars 
is made evident by Reaſon drawne for palpable experience of it's- pre- 
ſent compoſure, it is madneſſe to denic it to be fo, becauſe I cannot 
tell when.it began to be ſo : Yea whenthe Queſtion is of preſent fare, 
It is a ſurcr way tofind ont the Truth, then by records of its Originall 
conſtitution 3 For intime the Frame of a State may receive recall varia 
tions from what-it was at firſt, as the Romane State; and moſt others 
havedone ; for the contracts of men are at pleaſure alterable ; and an 
argument. drawne from Monuments of. firſt coalition, would then bs 
fallacious. , 

Well; be the way never fo juſtiftable, which I have taken, yet the 
Door dares pronounce my «Argnments inſufficient tocleare What I have 
undertaken, Tis cafic to pronounce it; let us ſee how he makes good 
his ſ:ntence. I proceeded diſtinQly firſt to lay down my Arguments 
proving Limitation, p.z1, Thenthoſe which proove Aixtwre, p, 40; 
He mingles them together :- And to mp firſt, third, fourth and fift 
proving Limitation, Anſwers that T hey prove only limitation wn the ex - 
erciſe of power, p.28, Why ſo? Neither the Denomination \of Liege, no» 
any oldies can make us believe, that the Limitations of power ha4 any 
other beginning then voluntary condeſcent, Asif a Government by. ves 
luntarie condeſtent might not receive a radicall Limitation. But it lics 
on h1m to proove, it was by ſuch cond-ſcext ; if he can bring no record 
for it, it muſt in juſtice be held origimall,and ab initio. Thoſe two des 
nominations of Leige Soveraione : And Liege people doe prove the ves 
ry Soveraionty and Subief3ion Legall.z but that is not ſo which hath or« 
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ly a morall Limitation; the denominations argue the 5914 'rwixt them 
po be Legall : And when SubjeAts bave ſuch a Libertice by ctome and 
Lows that "oy __ one ſabjeRion, then ( Pen, or 5p CG 
yer they.came by it) yetthe ve wer of thaMonarch is limited, a$ 
we heardin the former Chong, makes : kao ut a vaine pow r 
ia the Prince, to which no SnbjeRion is du2 ; but of this enough 
there, Then he paſlzth to my Reaſons proving mixtyre, which arc 
three, p.40. of wy Treatiſe - Thefirſt is, That it # confs [edly mixed of 
4 Monarchne, eAriſtocracie and Democracie, therefire radically, and in 
the very Power, Heanſwers, It i not neceſſarie the mixture ſhould be in 
the Power : but it is ſufficient if there be a concurrence of Perſons Whoſe 
conſent ts required $0 the exerciſe of Power, p,29, Thus he anſwers tg 
the concluſion ; but ſaycs nothing to the Antecedent. 1. And indeed 
if it be mixed of theſe three, his anſwer is againſt common eſe ; that 
a mixinre of onarchie, eAriftocracie and Democracie (hould be fatil- 
fied by annexion of perſons to the Monarch, having mcere conſent : for 
theſe are names of Power of Governwent ; tor Ariſtocracie and Demo- 
cracie are Powers not Perſons, as well ag Moxarchie: therefore a coim- 
poſition of theſe three muſt be all of Powers, 2, And indeed this 
chimera of a, mixture in the exerciſe of Power, is plaine 90n-ſenſe. For 
a mixture in the eA&s or Exerciſe ſuppoſeths mixture, in the princie 
Ples of Attion, that is in the very Powers : A mixe AF proceeding 
from a ſimple Power is ſuch ſtuffe that I never heard before. Now if a 

<- mixture in Ati argues « winxtnre in Powers: Theſes Paw:rs mult be co- 
ererare and ſupreme : for ſubordinates make ng mixtare ; alſo Powers 
concurreut to fupreme As; ſuch as, Legiſlation is eanjefſed tobe, can= 
notbe but ſupreme Powers, {Neither can any man. living cleare-that 
paſſage which he ſpeaks of p.,q5. from pure noz-ſenſe, ſc, This coordie 
nations but to ſome Att or Exerciſe of the Supreme P ower, not in the pa- 
Wer it ſelfe : For:Conturſe tean At, im-lics a Power of Concurrence : 
and Concirſe to a ſupreme Att, argues. /apreme Power, ; for an _inferi- 
our Power canyatafford-a coordinate concurrence to a ſupreme Ach, 
Sothat his Over-ſcers were not miſtaken when they checked him for 
that paſſage, and faid,He granted 4 coordiuation of Subjelts With his Mae 
Jeſtie in the ſupreme Power, Buthorche brings a ponderous Reaſon, {> 
often before urged. If the mixture beinthe $ Wpremacie of Power, how 
can the King be the Only ſupreme and Head. He cannot ſalve it With h's As 


pex poteſtatis, wlcſſe the King muſt be the Crowne or Tep of the Head 
on:ly 
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nely ; for they alſs muſt be our Head and our Soveraignes, if they be wy.xed 
hg Swpremacie of Power, p.29, Here 1 anſwer once for all to this 
ſofrequent an injeRion. 1, That the Titles of Headand Supreme are 
fully ſatisfied by this, that he is the ſole Principle and fountaine from 
whence the execution of all Law and Juſtice lowes to his people by 
infer iovr Officers and Courts, all whoſe Authoritic is derivatively 
from himas its head. 2, Th:t theſe Titles in proper conſtruction 
import only Vrmoſ chiefty, nor doe they agree to any kind of right in 
the I and radicall Powers of a Kingdome ; but to the prin » 
cipall and tranſcendent Intereſt : Another may have a right in the ſu- 
preme Power, yet not be ſapreme, nor Head : becauſe not having a fu» 
premacic in that Power : Soitis in the {oledger, the Fellowes have a 
fundamentall intereſt in the power of Government, yct that hinders 
not, but thatthe Titleof Head and Chiefs is given to him who is Goe 
vernour ;- will the DoRour jeſt at it, and fay.they be*Heads and Sx- 
premes too; and the Warden or Maſter is but the crowne or top of the 
head. Alſo in the naterall bedie, from whence the CMetaphoy of Head 
is borrowed, are three Fundamentall and raticall powers ſcituatE in 
the three Principall parts :. yet none will ſay, the Heart and [Liver arc 
Heads too, becauſe they partake the ſupreme Powers of nature. Let 
not the DoAour therefore ſtraine a Metaphor fo farreas to make him- 
{elite merry with it. Let him really anſwer my Arguments by which 
I prove a radical Limitation and mixture, Let bim anſwer is not the 
Legiſlative Power the ſapreame ? Have not the Houſes an: Anthorita- 
tive concurrence and Influx into that buſineſſe Þ If he avoyd a punQuall 
anſwcr- hereto by carping at words, he will prove himſclfe a ridicu= 
lous Argumentatour while he ſeekes to make others ſeeme fo, 

My ſecond Argument for radical! mixture, is from the Legiſlative 
Power being inall three, He anſwers, That Phraſe it [atified and ex- 
plained by that concurrence aud conſent tn the exerciſe of ſupreame P ower, 
It ſcemes that invention of his mult ſerve all turnes, Is a Legiſtarive 
Power ſatisfied by a bare powerleſſe conſent ? 1 demand : is that ( onſet 
caufall and Antheritative ; or mcerly Confiliarie and wnanthoritative ? 
And whereas I prove that they have an enafting Authority by that re- 
ceived and ſet clauſe in the beginning of Acts; Be it enafted by the 
Kings moſt excellent Majeſtie,and he Authoritie of the Lords and ( ommons 
aſſembled in Parliament He tels us a Vote and Pomer of aſſenting 14 a great 
Axthority,p.29.  1cnquire not how great it is ; I aske whether on 
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be all; whether that clauſe, which as a—_ as words can, aſcribes { 
anexatting Authority to them, be ſatisfied by ſuch a Power of Aſſcn- 
tinge He ſces it doth not, and therefore tels -us of a former phraſe 
which ran thus : The King by the adviſe and aſſent of the Prelates, Earls 
and B arons, and at the inſtance and requeſt of the Commonaltie hath ordai- 
ned, 8c: © Suppoſe anciemly ſome ftatwtres runne- under that forme : 
that adviſe and#nftance, mult be underitood of an Awthoritative and t- 
nailing advice and inſtance; as the latter forme s explaine it * forit is c- 
wall that the /atter expounJ the former ; and not the contrary, as the 
oRor would perverfly have it, eſpecially confidering the DoRors 1 
Expoſition cannot ſtand with the /arrer ; bat mine agrees very well i 
with the firmer... Bat how bold is this man, when during ſo many | 
feares and Parliaments, both Kings and States by this received Forme, f! 
have acknowledged and eſtabliſhed a concarrent enatting Authoritie in 1 
all three, yet he dares argue and oppoſe ſo cxpreſſe and confeſſed a f 
truth? But in thisanſwer,hc diſcovers a great deale of ſuperficialnes, in | 
granting the Houſes a Power of conſenting to the eſtablichment of laws; 
and yet denie them a Legiſlative, enatting Power : for ſuch a Power of 
conſenting (if it be neceſſary) is indeed a Power of enatting ; for though i 
in cranſeune Atts one may ſtand by and conſ:nt to the doing, and yet } 
not be Efficiest ; yet in immanent Aﬀs which are done, per immediatan' : 
volitionemby a mecre expreſſion of the Will, A concurrente js conſen- 
ting; and a concurrence in doing is one and the ſam? thing : Now. Le- 
giflation is an imminent Af, conlilting ina meer expreſſion of an Autho« 
ritutive Will, ; = ny 
My third Argument for:xtwre, was from it's end, which was 
Reſtraint from exceſſe, 1,He grants 1uch a Reſtraint,but morall and legall, 
wot forceable, p.za, I anſwer, Hedeceitfully confounds moral! and le- 
gall, as. I ſhewed before. '. + 2, 'The End of Mixture in a State,is that 
there may be a power cfreſtreyning wore then {ufficient (as his Maje- | 
ſtie expreſſes it ) but the Doctors mecre morall power, is very inſufft- | 
cient; [t limits not the Power at all*; nor the Exerciſe properly, no 
morethen an Oath, or Promiſe.-wittiout it, would dos: that 1s, mikes 
it fine toexceed. But of this before. But hzre, which is very rare, 
He doth not onely denie, but give arcaſon of it. *Jf re findamentiall 
Conſtitution had intended them ſuch 4 Power, it Would nxt have left a pow + 
er in the Monarch tacall, or diſſolve them, Which Would make this power of 
sheirs altogether ineffeftuall, y.309. This Reaſon ſcemes.to have _ 
weight 
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weight init, I will therefore, the more ſeriouſly conſider it. 1, Whats 
ever ſtrength it bath had in it ; now it hath none, becanſe thatpower 
of difſolving is now by Law ſuſpended, for this Parliament ; and aftcr 
it, a neceſlity by Law impoſcd of reducing that Power of Calling Par- 
liaments, into AR, oy Three yeares. 2. Neither was it truce be- 
fore theſe As, thatſuch a Power was left in the Monarch at pleaſuro 
to uſe or not ; for it was by ancient Law determined how often they 
ſhould be convocated. 43. But being granted that this Power is 
fimply and fully in the Monarch, yet1 denie, that hence it followes, 
that it would make thar Power of the Houſes altogether ineffeflnall ; be- 
cauſe that defafo, though it hath been in the Monarch 1o long, yet it 
never hath made it voyd ; but they have exerciſed a limiting Power, 
as Hiſtories relate, enough yea and ſometimes too much, over the 
Monarch, notwithſtanding his Power of calling and diflolving them. 
Thus in the (oledges, the Felowes have an efieRuall, and more then 
moralllimiting Power, though the Governoxy hath the Power of cal- 
king and diſſolving their meetings. . And anciently the prime P atriarch 
had the power of Caling and diſſolving general Councels, yet they had 
a Power of limiting, yea of Cenſuring him for cxorbitances for all that, 
The Reaſon is, becauſe many things fall out oft in a Governmeat, in- 
ducing ſuch neceflities on the Monarch, that he for their ſupply will 
chooſeto reduceſach power into a of Calling, and ſuſpend ſuch po« 
wcr of difſolving, although he know thoſe Statcs will uſe their Limi- 
ting Power inreducing ſuch cxorbitances, wr thoſe deareſt 
inſtraments which have been uſed in them, This 
this Frame preconſidering might put in the Monarch this Power, and 
ct intend to the other States a Legal! andeffeftuall power of reſtraining 
his exorbitancics, by uſing Force, not againſt him, -but it's procurers 
and Inſtruments. Thus we ſce,therc is no need ofcntring on that dif 
pute, Whether this Power of calling and diſſolving the Houſes be pla- 
ced inthe Monarch, asall his other are, not abſolutely, but with limi- 
tation of neceſſary reducing itinto af, on the laſt exigencics of the 
Kingdome. 
| Afﬀter this he returns to my other Arguments for /imitation ; Ong 
of which, drawne from radicall Mixture, he fully omits; bat now ha- 
ving ſhewed the invalidity ofhis exceptions againſt my arguments for 
it, I have given force to this argument for Limitation, drawne there- 
from. That which he ſcts on laſt is wy Be for Limitation in the very 
Power z 
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Power: /c. thc Kings owne expreſſe conteſſion : That the Law # the 
meaſure of bis power : That the Powers Which be hath are veſted in him by 
{w,p.31. of my Traft, And, asif this were not more then he could 
anſwer, the Doctor adds a third for us, in which he aſcribes to the 

a power more then ſufficient to reltraine his Exceſs, p,z9.Here 
rc Authoritics as punRuall and expreſſ as can be imagined. Yet the 
Doctor reſolving not to be reaſoned into a belieft of theſe rhivgs,cut» faces 
allthis evidence; and to that end frames three Anſiwers tuch- as they: 
are.” 1, Hefayes, Hu Majeſtic had few of bis learned Counſel about. 
him, 2, Hut gracious expreſſions onght not to be drawne out to hi diſads 
wantage; 3. All that can be gathered from them doth not come up to theſe 
Conclypops, p.z1.. Inthetwofirſt he openly cnough taxeth his Maje« 
Ric ot unadviſed expreſſions, exculing 1t from abſence of his learned 
Counſcllours ( you may ſoone imagine whom he meancs) Thus dife 
paraging the Kings judgement and all then about him z and tels us we 
mutt not be unjuſt zo ſer thoſe ſaying 502 the racks ; that 18, we mult not 
takettem intheirplaiac meaning. ; but on this mans wreſted and 
ſencelefic interpretation : What doe not theſe men dare doe and fay > 
Before we heard him correfting the expreſſions of all Moderne Parlia» 
ments, teaching us to reforme them by the old. Here the Xixg and his 
C onn/ell ſetting out in ſuch a time Declarations to all his SubjcAs to 
iaforme them about the natwre and exten; -of his Royal! Power : Ho 
compares thoſe ſerious expreſſes to Trajans ſudden and exceſſive 

. ſpecch « He will corre Kings, Connſels, Parlamentsand all, but he 
Will have his way :' To him they muſt come to learne how to ſpeake, 
and what powers they have. - But let us heare his DoRorall Ex- 
poſition of his Majeſties expreſſes. Hee ſayces, The Law « the mea- 
ſure of his Power : Wee mult underſtand hi meaning to be that his . 
power u bounded by Law + but it doth nat follow, thag bis power Whevein it 
#: wot limized-by Law 44-not abſolute ana fall, p31, Here is pro- 
found interpreting '2-- If his Power be limited by Law > is-there a= 
ny part of-it not- limited by Law ?-If the Law be the mca-. 
ſurc of it, ſure it iscven with it ; for the meaſure is cquall-in extent 
with the thing meafured : Thus he pape/ly interprets againſt the di- 
xg& meaning of the Text: But he doth not ſhew us how that can be 
underſtood, when he faith, H# powers are veſted in him by Law, if the 

' Law bealimitation only of exerciſe : Nor how their Reſtraining "ay 
wer js more then ſufficient, if it ve only worell ; which, how unſuftici- 
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ent areſtraint for exorbitance it is, every onesexpericnce can enough 
teſtifie, I admire a man who pretends to conſcience and judgement 
ſhould take ſuch liberty of interpreting, - Certaine if thoſe Reaſons 
and Teſtimonics doe not clearly proove a radically limited and mixed 
Confticution of this Monarchy I ſhall deſpair of cver proving avy thing 
vy way ct Argument any more. - 

I bad an intent to have fubnexed other Argwments to make good .. 8.3; 
thoſe Afſcrtions: but 1 ſeeit is tono purpoſe, for he is reſolved not to ;, Queries 
be reaſoned into them : He cax denie all a4 failing either in the eAmtecedent coucer- 
or (, onſequent, p.z2, The Power of this Kingdome he muſt have un- ning this 
limited: He will give no Reaſos for it ; nor hear no Reaſon againſt it, G2v<nes 
Yet, ith he profef{:th himſelfe a Reſolver of Conſcience, Let me ther» *% 
fore be ſo bold as to propole certaine Caſes to him, r. Why in the 
late Oath propoſed tobe taken by all his Majeſtics SabjeAs the Power 
of enatting Statutes is ſworne to be joyntly in the Kings Maieſtie, Lords 
and Commens in Parliament, Certcs the Door writ this Reply before 
that Oath was printed in Oxford, or elſe he did not conſider of it. He 
cannot ſay, I hopethere were but few of his counſell about him when 
that was framed : ifthe Door hath taken it, He hath forſworne this 
paſſage of his Reply ; and ſworne them a joynt enaQting power, 

2. Why weare cnjoyned to ſweare that We doe beleeve that the Subietts 
of England are not obligedby any At made either by the Kings Maieſtie 
ſolely, or the Houſes olety, &&e. Sure the DoRor hath abjured bis other 
Aſſertion of the unlimited Power of the King, if he hath taken this 
Oath ; for if Power be ſolely his, then an AR made by him ſolely is 
odliging ; If they be not ob/igatorie, they arc not Authoritative ; and 
{o the mixture and limitation is inthe Authority it ſelf. Here is no 
placeleft for his diltinion of Afive and Paſſive /abieftion, For,r.,Will 
any thinke that the intent is to ſweare men to be bound not to doe, but 
to ſuffer? 2, The Behiefs of a non-Obligation proceeds inditferently and 
as fully. concerning the /o/e As of the King, as the Howſes. but 1 be- 
leeve the DoRour will not ſay weare obliged to paſſive /abie7ion to 
the ſole As of the Houſes, - 3. I would know if the States doe li- 
mit onely morally, what they doe, which is not done without them? 
A Promife and Oath do limit morally without them. He will fay they 
may admoniſh him ;- and denie their conſent, and fo make his Ads 
ialid : He meancs ſtill moratly invalid ; and fo would they be with» 
out them. 4. Suppoſe the Monarch minded to ctablith- a * -- 
| CG 2 whic 
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Power: ſc. the Kings owne expreſſc confeſſion : That the Law # the 
meaſure of bys 5 That the Powers Which be hath are wveſtedin him by 
{,v,p.31. of my Traft, And, asif this were not more then he could 
anſwer, the Doctor addcs a third for us, in which he aſcribes to the 
Houſcs a power more then ſufficient to reltraine his Exceiles, p,z9.Here 
arc Authorities as punRuall and expreſſe. as can be imagined. Yet the 
DedRor reſolving not to be redſoned 5nto a belieft of rheſe rhivgs,out» faces 
allthis evidence; and to that end frames three Anſwers tuch- as they: 
are.” 1, Heſayes, Hu Majeſtic had => of his learned Counſel about. 
lim. 2, Hu gracious expreſſions onght not to be drawne out to his diſads 
wantage; 3. All that canbe gathered from them deth not come wp to theſe 
Conclufons, p.z1.. Inthetwo firſt he openly cnough taxeth his Maje= 
Ric ofunadviſed expreſfions, exculing it from abſence of bis learned 
Counſcllours ( you may ſoone imagine whom he meancs) Thus dife 
paraging the Kings judgement and all then about him ; and tels us we 
mult not be unjult zo ſer thoſe ſayings on the racks ; that 18, we mult not 
takettiem intheir plaiac meaning. ; but on this mans wreſted and 
ſencelefic interpretation : What doe not theſe men dare doe and fay > 
Before we heard him correfing. the expreſſions of all Moderne Parlia- 
ments, teaching us to reforme then by the old. Here the Kixg and his 
C onu/ell ſetting out in ſuch a time Declarations to all his SubjcAs to 
igforme them. about the natwre and extent-of his Royall Power : Ho 
compares thoſe ſerious expreſſes to Trajans ſudden and cexceſlive 
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will have hjs way :: To him they muſt come to learne how to ſpeake, 
and what powers they have. - But let us heare his DoRorall Ex- 
poſition of his Majeſtics expreſſes. Hee ſays, The Law i the mea- 
ſure of hy Power :- Wee muſt underſtand bu- meaning to be that bis 
power is bounded by Law : but it doth nat follow, thaz bis power Wherein it 
#: wot limited-by Law 44 not abſolute and full, p, 31, Here is pro- 
found interpreting '2-- If his Power be limited by Law > is-there a= 
ny part of-it not- limited by Law ?-If the Law be the mca-. 
ſurc of it, ſure it iscven with it ; for the meaſure is cquall-in extent 
with the thing meaſured : Thus he pap«/ly interprets againſt the di- 
x6& meaning of the Text: But he doth not (ſhew us how that can be 
uaderftood, when he faith, Hi: powers are veſted in him by Law, it the 
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ent areſtraint for exorbitance it is, every onesexperience can enough 
teſtifie, I admirca man who pretends to conſcience and judgement 
ſhould take ſuch liberty of interpreting, Certaine if thoſe Reaſons 
and Teſtimonies doe not clearly proove a radically limited and mixed 
Conſtitution of this Monarchy 1 ſhall deſpair of cver proving avy thing 
by way cf Argument any more. - 

I had an ivtent to have ſubnexed other Argwments to make good 
thoſe Afſcrtions: but I ſecit is tono purpoſe, for he is reſolved not to 
be reaſoned into them : He can denie all a4 failing either in the eAmecedent 
or ( onſequent, p.32, The Power of this Kingdome he mult have un- 
l:mited: He will give no Reaſos for it ; nor hearce no Reaſon againlt it. 
Yet, fith he profcf{:th trimiclfe a Reſolver of Conſcience, Let me ther- 
fore be ſo bold as to propoſe certaine Caſes to him, Tr. Why in the 
late Oath propoſed tobe taken by all his Majeſtics SabjeAs the Power 
of enatting Statutes is ſworne to be joyntly in the Kings Mairſtie, Lords 
and Commoens in Parliament, Certcs the Door writ this Reply before 
that Oath was printed in Oxford, or clſe he did not conſider-of it. He 
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cannot ſay, I hopethere were but few of his counſell about him wherr * 


that was framed : ifthe DoRor hath taken it, He hath forſworne this 
paſſage of his Reply ; and ſworne them a joynt enating power, 
2. Why wearecnjoyned to ſweare that We dve beleeve that the Subietts 
of England are not obliged by any Aft made either by the Kings HMaieſtie 
folely, or the Houſes /olely, 8&c. Sure the DoRor hath abjured his other 
Aſſertion of the #»limited Power of the King, if he hath taken this 
Oath ; for if Power be ſolely his, then an AR made by him ſolely is 
odliging ; If they be not ob/igatorie, they are not Authoritative ; and 
fo the mixture and kmitation is inthe Authority it ſelf. Here is no 
placeleft for his diftinien of 4A#ive and Paſſive ſabietlion, For,r, Will 
any thinke that the intent isto ſweare men to be bound not to doe,but 
to ſafer? 2, The Bekefs of a non-Obligation proceeds ihdifferently and 
as fully concerning the /o/e At: of the King, as the Houſes. but 1 be- 
leeve the DoRour will not ſay weare obliged to paſſive ſabietion to 
the ſole Ats of the Houſes, - 3. I would know if the States doe li- 
mit onely morally, what they doe, which is not done without them? 
A Promife and Oath do limit morally without them, He will fay they 
may admoniſh him ;- and denie their conſent, and ſo make his Aas 
invalid : He meancs ſtill moratly iroalid ; and fo would they be with 
out them. 4. Suppoſe the Monarch minded to cftablith- a =_ 
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which he judgesncedfull z and the States being averfe, he exaFs it 
without them Is-ie not a Lew ? It hath all: the Zegiffarive authorities 
in it. He will fay itisnot July made, x. I grant it : but yet it is4 
Law; for it hath altthe Power ofa Law. 2. But is it not duly made? 
Why, the power. of [aft deciſion is in the King alone : Suppoſe he defing 
that the /ntexr of his Predeceſſours in granting this conſenting power to 
the Houſes had no-intent to hinder, but further themſelves in citabliſh» 
ing good lawcs ; and therefore-now they not concurring by aſſent to 
thisncedfull Af;-He ought not to be hindred, but anay lawfully doe it 
without them. He is the laſt Fudge in this coſe; and it muſt be held 
ever lawfully enafted, So that inthe refult here is left to thefe States by 
the Doctors grounds neither Civilnor Moral Limitation, but at plea- 
fare, 5, If Limitation mm our Government exempt SubzzRs from 
aneccſlity of ative SubjeRion ; but notfrom paſſive ; How is it that 
our Lawes doe not only determine what the Monarch ſhall command; 
but alſo what he ſhall 3»f5 :.what ſhall be accounted Reb:llion, what 
FEclonic, &c. and what not ;. alſo what he ſhall infli&+ for this crime, 
and that crime; and what not ?+ Sith rho Lawes limiting what he 
ſhall command, doc limit our neceſſity of ative SubiefHos; it will fols 
low, that the Lawes limiting what he ſhall i»fli#; doc limit- our nc- 
ceſlity of paſſive Swbietion; Here's no evaſion by ſaying the Laws do 
limit him morally what he ſhallinfli, and ithe inflit þcyond Law; 
he ſinnes in it; but we muſt faffer : for the DoRoracknowledgcs,thit - 
the Lawes defining what he ſhall commend doc ſolimit onr ative ſab- 
jeRion, that we have a ſimple exemption from aay neceſſity of Doing; 
and thercforcalfo the a yu ſhall n__— doc nwiner, 
our paſſive ſubjeRion, that we have a exemprion from any neceſ- 
lity Uh orring beyond Limitations ; for alfo, iF they ran 
free us from paſſive ſubjeRion, it were unlawfull not only to ref, Lut 
alſo to avoid ſuffering cven- by flight. 6; When the liberties of 
A. 2 199; ewe have been gotten and preſerved, and 
recovered at the rate of ſo mach trouble, ſate, expence and-bloud, 
whither by all that adoc was intended only a-morall liberty, define- 
ment inthe Monarch, and not alfo ofthe power it ſelfe ; only that he 
mightaot lawfully cxorbitate from eſtabliſhed Lawes, and not alſo 
that he might have no Authority or Power to cxorbitate at all ? Sure 
this was their aime, for the former he could not doe before, | 7, The 
Law granting a Wis of Rebellion againt higa who refuſcth to =_ the 
ntence: 
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ſentence of the Judge,. thonghr he have an expreſſe Ac of the Kings-will 
to warrant RR it —_— thoſe exceeding and extraindicial 
Af: of the KingsWill to be unauthoritative, and unable to priviledge 
2 man from Reſiſtance ? | © 

If the Door by his faculty can reſolve theſe Caſes, He will doe 
much in.way of farisfacion of my confcience ;- but if he cannot they 
will prove {o many convincing arguments that the Power of the-Mo- 
narch in this Frame is not wnlimited. , 

Nowhaving made good my Aſſerrions, I expefted another worke ; 
ſe.an Examination of his Reaſsns tor unlimigeaneſſe, ——_— of 
Monarchicall Power, but he is not guilty of my fault, he doth nor goe 
ſo much as toreaſon us- imo a beliete of it. He doth in vaine exprefſle 2 
delire hee hath that ſome skilfult Lawyers or Divines would helpe 
him at this dead lift ; yet he is like to- goe alone in this wild untroden 
path of defending an unreſiſtibleneſſe on ſueh fuppoſals ; ſhall we think 
any Divine will fecond him, in jaſtifying his unwritten fancie about 
Gods Ordinance neceſſarily inveſting all the afts of his Witt, Who is (a+ 
preme ? Ot any ſound Lawyer will overthrow the gronnds of his Pro-- 
feſſion, that the Royall Right, Authority and” Government of this 
Realme is both founded 6n, and meaſured by the Laws-thereof: Yea ic 
is very remarkeable,, that h#s Majeftie in all the Declarations and Ex- 
preſſes which T have ſeen,doth nor once toneh upon this way,/+. a chal- 
lg of ſuch'a latirude of Authority as-can preſervedeſtruftive inftru- - 
ments from force ; but condemnes the now Reſiſtance,by ſolemne prc- 
reſtations of innocency;and intention of governing by the known Laws. 


; Cnap.VI.. | 
eAn Anſwer to his 5, Se. of Reſiitance in Relation to ſeveral kinds. 
of Monarchy. 
T H E reſidue of his Book is ſpent about the Queſtion of: Reſiſtance ;; 5.8.3. 
I might well ſpare the labour of any-farther Antwer ; for-now ha- 
ving ſo —_— made good thele two Afertions. 1:7hat ſaveraign- 
ty may be limite inthe verypower. 2. That-de fatto, ir is ſo inthis 
Government, every one may ditcerne the- neceſlary truth of cheſayn- 
ferences, 1. That in thisGovernment, the exceeding Atts of the Prin-- 
ces will, being out of the compaſle of his-Authority, can notarthorize 
their Inſtruments: 2.That hercon Refiftance of 'them is no other then of 
private men; notoÞ-:Antrbority, op. Gods Ordinance, . But becaute the 
| ; G 3. Doctors + 
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The Vindication of the Treatiſe of Monarchy. | 
Doors chiefeconfidence is in this part of his diſcourſe, and he is large 


, -iritgt will therefore gae on in my work, and will briefly-make appeare 


My ſta. 


ting the 


Queſtion 


. Vindica- 


ted, 


thathis Reafans are miirme, and his Authorities impertigent, and his 
Anſwers very* inſufficient : for having beenſo large in making good 
my fappofaks,and overthrowing his, I may the more centra& my iclfe 
in this remaining, bulineſſe, In this SeRion he propoſeth two things. 
1, Toconlider how I fate the point of Reſiſtance in the kinds of Go- 
—_ 2. To _ that Limitationand Mixture in grorogurnt 
not imply a forceable conſtraining Power in ſabjefts, P.39, I Wi 

Follow hunk ta back : F - a wag 

. Hebegins withacharitable cenſure of my ſtating the Queſtion, and 
layes be finds 5s to be 54 away that lies very open to Rebellion, p.33- 


Let the Reader Judge: Lam ſure, his Refolves and Determinations are 
- .AOT.1n a way to deſtroy all: /iberty, and make all Governments Arb;- 
trary, but direAly doe it. Then for my maintaining the Perſon of 
the Monarch in aff Farmes robe abave the reach of Farce, he' appraves 
At; yetlayes.l allow [abjefts toraiſte Armies, to give battle te thoſe 


that are ah out hins as, his guard. He wrongs me, I ſay not bis guar 
but /abverſive ſeducers and inſtruments: Thole which he called cate 
threates in his firſt booke; now he repents he gave that hard name to 


his clients, whom bepleades.ſo hard to fave harmeleſſe,and makes them 


 dazgs nor deny. ir. 


amends with the ſtile-of a Gugrd. A guand which bring him into'grea- 
ter danger then. all hisenemies;; ' wha bring. hun, inco battelt: to fave 


themſclvegwhere Orduance and Aducker can put no difference : No ; 


T bey uſe, hins-ai thair gnard, If harme betall him, which God avert 
the guilt and puniſhment will fall on them who are ſo prodigall of 
hazarding his facred Perſon, n6r 6n'thol® who could delire nothing 
more then his ſecurity, by abſence from. a mnltizude, who by arderta» 
king the ſubverſion of Religion and Lawes ( tor thar is che Doors 


uppalition ) bring themiglves in danger of condigne deſtruction... =. 


_ Then he pracecds toRefiftance in an eAbſolate Stare. Where, T at- 
hrine,. /f ſach\aMonergh fſbawid, {erke. the diſtruttion of. the Whole 
Community, his. —_ of ſuch inhumanity nay be refiffed. He 

; bit: would, know whas. I doe. meane by the Whole 
Commune ye, L mexncithewhole/inmly, ar thewnult zuterpretatively ; 
that. is, the greacgr Perez: and: thercfgre his excepyion of the Jowes 1n 


the Kingdomegt « Ahaſuerus,.or the Templers mm the Welterne King- 


Low 


dans, 5,n0g.t0 the puspole: bur, the inſtance which I bring of the 


oY 
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Low-Conntries, comes homes for they were the whole community ;/ 
but the Rep/icr corrupts it, when he {atth rhe Spaniſh King intended 
the extirpation of the Proteſtams only, p.'34. For he intended not 
only theirs, but \ 
troduction of an Arbitrary Government, andthe fubverfion of their li- 
berties, as the hiſtories thereof make plaine.. Here in this 34. page, the 
Doftor ſhewes a bad'mind : Taking occaſion to excuſe the Rebels ins 
Ireland, as if they might juſtifie themſelves on theſe grounds ; and in- 
tmating a falſhood, as if the Farliament did intend their gxcirpation, 
hereby declaring how il} he likes any efftectuall courſe for the rooting 
out of Popery out of the Kingdomes. Indeed,be fayes, he pleads not for 
them,but yet he doth it. He finds out arguments forthem ; andihews 
them a way,both how to excuſe themfelves,and accule the Parliament 
and tocall a relolution of cleanſing that Iland from Popery, an extir- 
pation of their Nation. He ſayes,the example of D avid proves not this, 
beinghut aparticular Man. 1 ay, it proves it the more ſtrongly, as 
ſhall appeare, Then if a particular mans life be invaded Without any 
plea of reaſon, I ſuppoſe it hard to deny him the liberty of poſitive re 
fiſtance of agents ; and prove it by theinftance of the peoples relcue of 
onathan; and Davids of himlelte ; where-the peoples Oath ; and 
vids Army,with his enquiry at Kes/ah doe prove a ſerious and reall 
purpole of Reſiſtance, let the Door ſay what he pleaſe to the contra- 


ry ; ſo that theſe examples come hometo jultihie reſiſtance in ſuch caſe; 


eveninan Ab(clute Monarchy ; for here are particular men, in an ab- 
ſolute Monarchy, afſaulred without p/ea of reaſon ; tor that Zonathan, 
who had wrought fucha deliverance, ſhould die,tor taſting in his igno- 
rance alittle honey, there was no co/onr of reaſon ; the Kings+ath oath 
was none.” And that Dav:d ſhould be put rodeath, whom Sax/ him- 
felfe oft with his own gouth profeſſed innocent and abfolved, was as 
much without: pea of reaſon : {othat here I need not flie to the Do- 
Qors ſhift of 'an extraordinary caſe, as he tells meT muſt, p.35. 1 ac- 
knowledge no extraordinary caſe in theſe examples wy Take them in 
their due extent, and they juſtifie no more then I have aſſerted; and (6 
much they doe. In my 5. Aflertion, p.1T.:Of ſabmitting States, Li- 
berties and Perſons ro the Wilt of an Abſolute Monarch carrying any 
plea of reaſon ; He faults my Order, and tells me, itſhould have beeri 
furſt. Ir ſeems this mans eye can ſpice {mall faults ;, but why firſt, he 


all, Papiſts and elſe, which would not admit the in-" 


A 


RM 


doth not lay, I think in ſtating of the queſtion of reſiſtance { may as. 


welt. 
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well begin with the Affirmative, and ſbew firſt when it may be uſed, 
and then when it ought nat; as on the-contrary ; but he will make a 
fault, where. he finds none. Bur what ſayes he-to the Aſſerrion ? He 
grants it ; but diſlikes. the limitation, { 5: carry plea or ſhew of reaſon : 
and fayes here the way # open enough to rebellion, p,36, No 
«then himſeKfe makes ic, p10. This 1s uſuall with him, when he diſlikes 
- a thing: He can ſpeak _noleſſe wards then Rebellion. Bur why ſayes 
heſo? Every man will be ready to think there 1 no reaſon nor equity. 
is the Will of the Menarch When he i oppreſſed by him. He-may well 
enough, if hee be oppreſſed: but yet there may be a p/ea and colour of 
equity even for an Aﬀtof Oppreſlion; and in an Abſolute Monarchy 
' & willlictle availe a manrthough he think there is no reaſon foric : for 
ke muſt nor be his owrigudge; nor hath he any outward judge toap- 
peale co ; but the Reaſonable will of the Monarch himiclte ; if he 
{ubmit to its determination, there is no feare of Rebellion ; if not, I 
have done with himyin fuch a Government. Of Sales cenſure of Fo- 
xathanand David I bhaveſpokenalready and made.ic appeare-ir had no 
plea of reaf6n, was not the at of a reaſonable will ; and therefore I 
. may. hold cheir examplesordinary, without impeachment of this Aſ- 
[{ertion. | 
Then he-proceeds to Reſiſtance in/imired and mixed Rules, p36, 

Concerning which I ſaid,p.17.1f the exorbitances be of leſſe moment 
they ought to be borne, and p.18. If mortall and deſtruRive neither 
can be othermiſeredreſſed, then prevention by Reſiſtance may be uſed. 
Here firſt he challengeth myingenxity, for words ſpoken in my 49. 
page. He ſaid SeRt.z. of his firſt. booke, We may and ought to deny obe- 
dience to ſuch commands of the Prince as are unlawfull by the Law 0 
God; yea by the eftabliſhed lawes of the Land. I cenſured this. 
ſpeech, that it .;s morgghen ſhould be ſaid, ſure, a hainols fault in me: 
I fay more; he bath ſaid. more then ſhould be ſaid, by all thefe.three 
bookes, in which he {ayes that-which diſſolves all frames of Govern- 
ment into arbi ,' averthrowes all effectuall limitation of Power ; 
and ſure that .1s more then ſhould be ſad. And for that particular 
£lauſe z Is it not more? He {peakes without reſtriction: Dochjoyne 
things unlawtull by the law of God, and thingsunlawfull by the lawes 
of the Land : And puts the fame may and oxght to both; if the atfir- 
mation muſt be underſtood #niver/ally of one, how can 1t be under- 
ood otherwiſe of the ether: It cannot be exculed from the cenſwe 
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of a corfuſed and unwary ſpeech. Hepaſſeth, p. 37. to the Queſtion, 
Who ſhall be the nltime jnage of ſubverſpoe exorbitancies, He would know 
who? I have told him my opinion hereof at large in that Tra : 
HereT would faine know his ; tut he would rather carp at mine,then 
give hisown, W hen] fay there can beno Amthoritarive judge to de- 
termine it, He commenas my ingenuity,p.37. but T doe not only (iy it, 
but at large doe prove it, there p. 67. as well againſt him, as againſt 
thoſe others ; why doth he not undertake that 2weſtion againſt me, 
if he hath any mind to it, He much diſlikes when1l faygp.1 8. The fnn- 
damentall Lawes muſt jndge in every mans conſtience, Thu #4, laycs he, a 
ready way ro anarchy and confuſion, p.37, I refterre not this caſe to the 
conſcicnces of men as to an eAnthoritative.Pudge, but a morall principle 
of diſcerning Right: And who can deny unto man {uch aliberty to 
conceive of right according tothe light he hath .from the fundamen=» 
tals of a State ? Let the judicious reade what I have ſaid here-atout, 
p.67.of that TraQ ; and let him then tell how that Queſtion can be 
otherwiſe determined, unkefle he overthrow- Monarchy, by giving 
a finall- judgement to the Srares or all Liberty, if he give it to the 
Monarch ; ar.) fappoſing the Ayme at ſubverſion be evident to mens 
conſciences,can we deny them a naturall power of j.dging accor- 
ding to that evidence; or liberty cf aſſiſting the wronged ? So when 
T ſay the Wronged ſide muſt make it evident toevery mans conſcience : alſo 
the appeale mu#t be to the ( ommunity, as if there Were no Government ; 
and as every man us convinced in conſcience he # bound to give aſſiſtance, 
p29. of my Trat: He cails this good ſtuffe, p,z7. Why ? becauſe I 
ſay, the people are at liberty a5 if there were no Government ; and this ap« 
peale 13 diſadvantagions 30 the Monarch, for they Will be more ready to 
believe their repreſentative:T his would in the conſequence be dangerous, the 
kigh Way to confa/ion,p,38, Anſw.1. I fay, not (imply, that people are 
at liberty ,as if there were no Government ; but in this particular Y ue- 
$10n ;. bound ſtill, as before, in all beſides. 2, He takes me as if by 
Community I meant only the (ommons ; whenlI expreſſes it by genus 
bumanum, eſpecially of that Kingdome, 3, He cenſures the Reaſon 
of Mankind of partiality towards their Repreſentatives, Not 1o ; 
for in {ogreat a Queſtion #i/e men cannot be blinded : Honei? men 
will zoe according to their conſcience, and Reaſonoble men according 
to evidence, and will ſee it concernes them as wel! to avoid Anarchy 
by aiding a wronged CAlonarch; as 7 yranny by aiding an oppreſſed 

0 fates 


49 


fo 


The Vindication of the Treatiſe of Monarchy, 
State. But ſith this Replicant is ſo bitteran cnveigher againſt an Ap« 
peale ad conſcientiam geners bumans, in this laſt caſe ſo uncapeable of an 
Anthoritative deciſion : 1, Let him conſider on what foundation 
God hath built Monarchy and all other powers, but on the conſcien- 
ces of men, Row.13, ' 2. Lethim weigh whether, when he hath Qaid 
all he can ſay, ſuch an appeale be avoidable. For, 1.1f a controverſic 
ariſe between the King and a particular. perſon or place ; the King 
ſhall Judge it: in| þis Courts by. his Judges, and the ſentence (ball be 
exccuted by the force. and armes of his other ſubjets, 2, If it be 
between Him and the Repreſentatives of his whole Kingdotme, and 
p- Court of Judicature in which the Acts and Perſons of all 
other Courts and ]udges- arc to be judged. The King cannot judge 
this in his other Courts and by bis Judges - nor yet by bimfſclte ; for 
a King out of his Courts cannot judge in a Legall Government, eſ« 
pecially the a&s of his ſupreme Court, But be it ſo : ſuppoſe the Do- 
Ror and I ſhould agree in this, that the King by himſclfe is the a/time 
Judge of Controverſies : Yet it is very like theſe Srates with whom 
the Contention is, will not yeild him ſo, to judge againſt them, in his 
own cauſe. But ſuppoſe they doe not ſubmit to his deter-nination x He 
will fay,then they fn,and rebell againſt him, Well, Ict it be granted 
t ſubmit they doe not : I demand in this caſe, what courſe the King 
hath to make cff:Ruall bis ſentenee? It muſt be by force of armes, 
bythe ſword i. but of whom? - Either the peoples whoſe repreſenta« 
ves they are ; or other mens : but what thall bind them to afford 
their Force to make good his ſentence ?-It muſt be their conſcience 
of his right : Thus when all is done and ſaid, To the conſcience; of 
Men mult his appeale be ; and to them mult he make evident his right, 
in this cxtreme contention, Yea this man in a controverſie of the like 
nature, is compelled toacknowledge as much : For the P leaders put 
the caſe z If a Kjng be diſtrated, I may adde, if his Title be dubious, 
&c, The NoAtts anſwer is, ifit be cleare that a King 1 [o,0c, p.8. but 
who ſhall determine this 7f ? muſt not ſclt-cvidence 4n the conſcien- 
ces of Men? This isall the judiciall power the DoRour canreferre 
us to in theſe caſes. Laſtly, He world know what power there us mm 4. 
(ommunity to make reſiſtance ; and anſwers himſelte, A Parliamentary 
awd Legall ; not Military and Forcible, p,z8. Thus he ſpeakes of thete 
as .contradiſtin, when they are ſubordinate, Forcible being ſublers 
vient to Legal tomake it valid and cf:Ruall, which elſe were _ 
mor 
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- morall and inefteftuall ; but this is one of his ſuppoſals whoſe vanity 


I have before diſcovered ; And p.51, of my Treatiſe, in a full diſpute 
have I proved the Parliaments power in refiſting deſtructive inttru- 
ments; Which I doubt nor, will appeare cleare, notwithſtanding any 
thing ſaid in this Reply. Bur that 1s very ſtrange which he afttirmes, 
P.39. T hat if they uſe a Legall reſtraining power, the Monarch can- 
wot alter the eitabliſhed frame. Sure, by canner, he underſtands falla- 
ciouſly, as he uſeth to doe, a moral canner, that is, not Without ſin ; 


' Which is a poor ſmall can»or now adays : if he mean indeed cannor, that 


is, #5 not able, it is againſt reaſon, by his grounds ; for what is not he 
able to doe, whole loweſt, moſt deſperate inſtrument of pleaſure is un- 
reliſtible ? -Ler him remember where he aid, p.19. A forcible conſent 
cannot be wanting to a Conqueronr, and a Conquerours power is no 
more then unreſiſtible, Nay ; I am lenſelefſe on the Doctors grounds, 
it he cannot /awfilty ; for tuppoſe he be pleaſed to make it a' Queſtion, 
whether he were not better govertieby-the Civill-Law, as more con- 
ducent to Gods glory, and the exd of Government. He is by Law the 
laſt judge of this Queſtion, if he determine it belt :. chen he may law- 
fully doe it. | 

Now weare come to the ſecond part of this Section : in which he Sea. s; 
undertakes the proofe of this Aſſertio», that Limitations and Mix- tis Argus 
eures in Monarchy doe not iinply a forcible conſtraining power in — as 
ſabjetts for the preventing of diſſolution, but only a Legall, P-39- Zinc of 
Anſw. Hefailes in the very propofall of his Afertion in three points. }.:@.nce 
1. He propoleth ic of Limitation in- generallz' whereas I grant it of reſerved. 
that Which is oz/y in exerciſe; afhrmingat only of that which is of «nſwered. 
the power it{clfe. 2, He ayes, Forcible conſtraining power in ſub» 
gjeets, when he thould have ſpecified againſt ſabverſive inſtruments, 
tor I grant it of the Monarch himfelte. 43! He oppoleth forcible to 
Legall,whenit ſhould be oppoted only ro meere Ao all, not to Legall, 
as betore. Now le vs weigh his Arguments. Firſt, Such 2 power 
muſt be in thems by #eſervation,and then it muſt be ex preſſe in the con= 
ſtitution of the Gyvernment and Covenant, or elle by implication. 
I will anſwer diſtmy&ly concerning this Reſervation of power of for- 
cible Refiſtance.' '#.2!There'is a Reſervation. of liberty, or power of 
not being ſubject Heither aftively nor paſſively ro theexceeding Acts 
of the Monarchs will : This is by iplicarion, tor what they did not 
reiigne up, they did referve, 2. 4 power of Authoritative judgin 
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and reſiſting the Monarch thus exceeding. This neither expreflely nor 
implicitly is reſerved; nat becauſe it is #n#/awfill, as. the Do tor ima- 
gins, but cantradifory to the very inſtitution of'a Monarchy, and fo, 
under that intention, impoſſible. 3. Apower of forcible reſiſtance of 
ſubverſive inſtruments. This by the Authority of the Law, is, not re- 
ſerved, but expreſlely commited, not only to the Howſes of Parlia- 
mentbut all interiour Courts ; for the Law, whoſe execution the Kino 
committeth unto them, commands them nor only torefiſt, burpuniſh 
its violaters,much more its ſubyerters, without exceptions of Perſons, 
or relpect of their »umber,or ground and reaſon why they doe it, whe- 
ther with: or agajalt the, Kings. private and abſolute will or Warrant : 
ſuppoſing ſuch men to be without warrant. And this power of- jud- 
ging all violators and ſubyerters of Laws being committed to them, in« 
cludes a power of imploying the force or Armes of the County, or 
whole Kingdome, if need be, co make good the ſentence of the Law a- 
gainſt-theny 3 Th power being a necdlary attendant. to the former, 
And they. who have the power of judging 'by Commillion, have the 
power, of force by implication. To tis tive Arguments therefore by 
which he proves this power not reſerved by implication; I brietly 
Anſwer. - 1» Limitation, canner infer #t,cfc. Anſwer,Limitation in 
excrciſe only doth ngts bur.in the power it ſelfedoth infer it, as I have 
often ſhewed. 2. The inconvenienciss of exorbitancie cannot infer 
it. Anſwer, They doe nat inter it of themlclyes, for they are the ſame 
ia abſolute Rule: but tuppoting a. people mind in their Frame effeually 


'tg prevent thoſe inconveniensies,, that. doth:inferit. - 3,7 be conſent 
aud intention af the peaple,chooſing a Monarch cannot infer it, becauſe 


it is not the meaſure of the power at ſelfe, Anſwer, I have before pro- 
ved the contrary, and made the DoQors ſuppotall appearc a groundleſſe 
falſhgad, concerhing unlimited;power by Gods ordinance. |: 4. 7 he 
unreniqn of the peogte tnprecaring Limimitony of painer' cannot infey 


it. Anſwer, If the peoples ingeation in itybe a greater ſecurityFroin ops. 


preſſion then in an abſolute Government they can have, or a meere-mox. 
rall mitation can-give them;then it doth interreiteg.of the Archire ts 


did intend {ch a forceable powerro theſe States, #hay wonld not havs 
left it in his power to diſſolye tgem,, p. 42. This hath had irs full fatiC. 


faction betore. Theſe are poore antirme arguments, as the reader cannot 
but ſee, yet,he ends 1n x trumph,, Therefore 1 ronclude here as. ] pre- 
miſed in the ſecond Sefton, Where the Prince fkands ſupreme, &0. 


There 
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there Sub jets may not by force of armes reſiſt, though he be exorbitant, &c. 
:43. * 11s true he conc/ndes as he promiſed, but he hath not proved, as 
e promiſed ;- nor as we expeRed ; for here is nothing, but that which 

fals tothe ground with his ſuppoſals on which they are built ; and 

which 1 have demolithed inthe 4th Chapter, 


Cuay. VII; 


'An Arſwer to the 7th Settion of his Replie,of places of Scripture ont of the 
old T eftament. 


H' fixtSeRion dothwholly concerne the efuthoanr of the fatter $Se8.1. 


Anſwer, which I paſſe over, becauſe I am chargeable for no more 
then is my owne. And come tohis ſeventh which containes an Ex» 
amination of places alledged in this Queſtion out cf the old Teſta- 


ment, Whercthe begins confidently that there is #0 Warrant for Reſi + 


Farce, p.56, and he yeeldstwo Reaſons why, 1, Becauſe the Inſti« 
tution of that Kingdom Was ſach as doth plainly exclude Reſiſtance, 2. Be- 
canſe the Prophets never oall for it, Anf. I grant it” doth exclude it, 
as farre as in an abſolute Monarchic it may be excluded ; and therefore 
there is no need of anſwering his Arguments, But yet let us conſider 
them fith he is ſo large in them, 

To ſhew us the Inftizxtion of that Kingdome he brings, x Sam, 3; 
11. Where he ſfayes we have it, For Samnel u commanied, v.g, Totell 
the people (Jus Regis: ) Now this jus Regs he makes a great matter of, 


and tels us it implies not a Right of doing ſuch unjuſt Atts, but a ſecuritie 
from Reſiſtance and force,if he does them,p.5 6. 


Anſ.x. It is no prejudice to the cauſe I defend, if T ſhould grantali 
he would worke out of this Text ; for it prooves no farther: then of 
that particular Kingdome, inducing no necellitic that all others muſt 
have theſame Inſtitution, Alſo that which he concludes is but a fe- 
curitic forthe:Perſon of the Prince trom force 'it he doe ſuch unjutk 
Ads : which we grant him not only in that, but all Monarchies, even 
the moſt limited. | 

2, It hz have any further reich, and would conclude ont of it a ge- 
perall binding Ordinance of ſecurity from Reliſtance extending even to 
ftabveriive I nftraments of Will. The world will wonder -at: bjn fon 
fichan 2v1:civus corclufion from ſuch premiſes, And we will look a 


littleneatcr to what he ayes, AU is grounded on his letergomaanen 
H 3 ol 
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of 7« Regis, Which he ſecks to confirme by Calvins Authority, 

. Firſt; for his mterpretation,. I ay the Originall words ia this place 
are not to be tranflited jus Regr, the Right f the King, Becauſe 
T. There is another more fit ſignification 'of them : the words are 
IN9NUERPD now the word VIYP being applied to unjuſt As, as 
here it is,0ught not tobe rendred js, but ms, not Right, but manner, 
as appeares by another plaee/ anfwerable to this, 1 Sam. 27. 11. 
*DRWD M21 ſpeaking of Davids roving, T hi Will.be his manner,'twers 
ridicuſous to render it, this willbe his r:ghe or priviledge, This our 
laſt Interpreters knowing, did willingly depart from the V#/gar La- 
rine , Whoſe Authour cithet ignorantly or inconfiderately did render 
it js Regis ; which this DoRour for. his advantage doth here make ſo 
much of. ' 2. That rendring of it, cannot be: juſtited by any other 
Text of Scripture ; for wherſocver it isrendred 7, it imports a mo=- 
rall Right ; not a priviledge or ſecuritic in ill doing, I challenge any 
c_— in that tongue to bring one place where it is or can be ſo- rea» 
Thenfor Catvins Authority, I anſwer. 1. What if Calvin or a» 
ny other deceived by the vulgar Latine, or ignorance of the extent of 
the Originall word, haverendred it ill z muſt that be a preſcription 
to others who know a better? 2, Neither doth {a/vin, though he 
follow the Larize and tender it Js, tneanc ſuch a js as the Doftour 
doth, ſc. An abſoluve immunity, or ſecurity from Reliſtance : but onely 
from private men. For after he hath inall thoſe paſſages, which the 
Doftour cites, - exempted Kings from violence, truly and pioally ur» 
ging patience in SubjcRs ufider the injuries of their Pcinces,at length 


{ftir.[:4.c.20.. (the fame out of the which the Door brings his * 


proofes)' »wm,zT, He explaines himfelfe, De privatis hominibus ſents 
per lognor, that all isto be taken of private men ; not of the States of a 
Kingdome, it their pub meetings : never diſcerning of ſuch aunid 
verſall immunitic; as the Dd6Aour would put upon himto maiataine; 
And here I challenge not the Ingenuity, but the Conſcience of this 
Replier, whocites Calviz at large in the former place, as agreeing 
with him in this caſe of Reſiſtanee, when he cannot be. ignorant: of 
the contrary, / and therefore conceales bis folowmeg'\words.in the'22; 
aum}- Where he exprefſely teaches the fame Trurh which I haveaſſ:r 
tedin my Treati/e,, Heare him ſpeaking his jaigement, De privatis 


bominibmn ſemper loquor : Nam ſi 94 nunc ſunt populares ma niſtratits' ad 
| moderandam 
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woderandam Regum libidinem conFtituti ( quales olim erant, qui 
Lacedemonijs regibus oppoſiti erant, Ephori: aut Romants Conſulibus, 
Tribuni plebis 3 aur Athenienſium Senatui, Demarchi; & qua e- 
riam forte poteftate ( ut nunc res habent ) funguntur in fungulzs 
regn tres ordines, cum primarios convent peragunt ) adeo illos 
fenecients Regum licentie pro officio intercedere nonveto, ut ſo Re- 
gibus impotenter graſſantibus, & humili plebecule inſultantibus con- 
niceant, eorum diſſimulationem nefaria perfidia non carere aſir- 
mem: quia populi libertatem cui ſe, Dei ordinatione, Tutores poſitss 
norunt, fraudulenter produnt. He 1s cleare, that the Eſtates in Par- 
liament,not only may, but are Gods ordinance for it, and are bound to 
reliſt,and not ſuffer the deſtruction of liberties, by exorbitating Princes ; 
ſo that I may jultly retort the Doctors words, p.57. There can be no- 
thing ſpoken more plainly for the power of reſiſtance in the Houſes of 
Parliament then this, 

Then for his other regſon from the 18.verſe, Te ſoall cry ont in that 
day, and the Lord will, not heare you. Asin my Treatiſe 1 called it 5x- 


conſequent ; lo allo now : Heis a good Logiciar which can draw his | 


concluſion out of thoſe premiſes. But heblames me, p.58. tor ſaying it 
was an abſolute Monarchy, and cannor ſee how it can be ſo, according 
to my deſcription of abſeluteneſſe. Why not? 1n Abſolute Monarchy, 
there are no limits but the Monarchs own Will ; but theſe had a fixed 
judiciall Law, p.59. I anſwer, That judicial! Law was no limits of 
their powey z bur of the exerciſe only ; tor the non obſervance of it by 
the King did not amount to an untying of the bond of /abjettion inthe 
people. The 7+dicia/ Laws being from God,not from any contract of 
the people, were in the fame nature to that people, and for the time, 
with the Morall Laws; and in the ſame manner did limit their Kings, 
and no otherwiſe, Bur for the Ab/o/ureneſſe of that Monarchy, here 
Lyra ( more faithfully cited, then he did {alvin above ) Conſtitmrio 
Regs jnxta poteſtatem ſibi conceſſam eſt duplex. 1. Plena & legiby 
ab(oluta,prout legiſte de Imperatore dicere ſolent. 2.Cnm poteſtate li- 
mitata. Now fayes he, the people ſinned, not ſimply in askinga King ; 
but in asking a Kang of the firſt torr, to judge them as the Nations, that 
15,ab{olutely. Heis expreſſe. 1. That limitation of power makes a limi- 
ted Monarch, 2. That 1/-ael d<liring fuch a Government as the adja- 
cent Nations, defiredan abſolute Monarch. And indeed as the define-- 
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ment of the zzorall Law doth not diſparage the Abſolutenciie of the 
Monarch. . 
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Monarch, becauſe it is from God,not the people ; ſo did not their jud;. 
call, for the ſame realon, 

Next he comes to the peoples reſcue of Fonathan, p.60, He may 
give their reſolute Oath what names pleateth him, a loving importu- 
nate violence,a ſouldierly boldneſſe, or thelike ; it was aperemprtory 
expreſſion of no tefle then an intent of reſiſtance, incaſe there had been 
need. Then for Davids purpole in having armed men abour him;He fays 
it was only to ſecure his perſdn apain#t the cat<broates of Saul, that 
15,40 ainft bis private Emiſſaries. But Who ſees not a large difference 
betweene ſecuring a mans ſelfe from private Emiſſaries, and appea- 
ring in the field with «Armies again#t the Armies of the Prince, p.61, 
Antwer,1.It is againſt reaſon, that he ſhould reraine an Army of 600, 
valiant Souldzers, yea a great Army, like the Hoſt of God, 1 Chron. 12, 
22, to ſecurehimſclte meerely againſt private Emiſſaries. 2, Ler us 
grant him that there is aditference between ſecuring agaialt private 
Emiſſarics, and the open Army : yer if he grant itlawfull route force 
again(t onehe grants the cauſe by ir, of all ; for a warrant froman act 
of the Kings will is as valid to ſecutea few Emiſlaries, as 4 whole Ar- 
my : and Gods Ordinance ity,one man, - is no more re{ftible, then in a 
multitude. Then for David incent to keep Keylah againlt Sanl,-it 
is ſo.evident, by the hiſtory, - wir will ſay no moreaboutit ; but doe 
refer him to that which the Plead-rs for defenſive'Armes {ey about it, 
The Door ſceks divers evaſions, to get out of che-reach of - this ex- 
ample; butdoth not farisfie himielfe, much lefle others, and therefore 


adds the fourth on which he muſt reſt whenall is faid, That D avids 


example Was extraordinary: Hereon he brings fome things in him 
which were extraordizary,;; We grant it inmany things ; but we de- 
ny it in this. Tf the Doctor will prove him to have a {peciall priviledge 
£0 reſiſt Gods ordinance in his Soveraign, more then other men ; he 
mult bring the grant and warrant for it : otherwiſe D avid muſt eome 
under the. common condition tor this matter : He himfelfe acknow- 
:ledges he had none for violating the perſon of his Prince; and ture then 
he had none for violating the Authority of his Prince, conferred on pri- 
vate Emiſſaries,it they had any. Buria his p.65. He layes hard at me, 
and challengeth not only my Reaſon for calling this a ſhufling An- 
ſwer,but alſo my ingenuity,who confeſſe the people in that Government 


might not reſiſt; and yer doe urge theſe examples for Reſiſtance. An- 


{wer, ,1. For my Reaſon ; I have madeit appeareT have rcaſon tocall 
it 
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it o;-is it not a meere evaſion, to aftirme in- him an extrarrdingy , 
priviledge, and can bring no word, nor warrant for it? 2. For my 
1gennityit.is Without cauſe challenged by him ; for from the lawfull- 
neſſe- of Reliſtancs'of anreaſbnable Atts of Will,in an abſolute Monars 
chy, where Reaſons the Princes law;; I may a fortiori conclude the 
lawfulneſle of reſiſting of inſtruments of 3legall eAtts in a limited Mo- 
parchy,where the Law of the Land i the Princes Law and bounds, - * 
Care” -Cu&ay. IK. 65-8 
"The'8.Setion concerning Reſiſtance firbidden,Rom.13. an{wered, 
N Ow we-are come to hisprincipall ſtrength againſt Reſiſkhce out 
of Rom.4iz. From whence nothing can be colleRed againſt any 
Reſiſtance, bur that which is of the Powers,of the-Ordinanct - but that 
which 1 defend is of neither of them, therefore Þ have no cauſe to feare 
his inferences from that Text.. . Now ſuppoſing-the truth which I have 
made good, that in alimited- State: the limitation is of the Power it 
{clfe,and-not:only of the exercile ; ir: followes evidently that in fucha 
State refiſtance.of deſtructive inſttuments,is neither of P&wer nor Gods 
Ordinance. 1 might therefore well omit that whichat large here he 
{peakes of Reſiſtance of the Powers. The firlt part of the Section 
is {pent inreplying to the Exceptions of the Reverend D iwvines. The 
firlt thing Þ find which concernes meis, p.77. I will therefore begin 
with him there. Where he accuteth me that in my 59,64,a9d 66, page 
of that Treatiſe, I grant they might not reſiſt in thag Monarchy ; 
but affirme that ſubjefts may in this ; and he brings me in giving two 
Reaſons for it. 1. Beqguſe Religion Was then nopart of the Lawes, 
but here-it is, 2. Becauſe that was an Abſolmte Monarchy, this 
a Limited and mixed, p.77. But may I not here challenge both the 
mgenuity and conſcience of this Reptyer. . Did Iever grant that Gods 
Ordinance of Power might be reſiſted here ; or' give any Reaſons for 
fo unreafonable-amAfﬀſertion 2. It would be ttdious-to-repeate here, 
whar 1 have ſaid there. Ler the Reader ſee ; ithe pleaſe.” Lavill recite 
the lurme. . 1. The DoRtor athrmed, that in the Apoſtles time the 
Senate of Rome might challenge more then our Parliaments can now, 
I denied it, ahd gave un por c, That Stare was then devolved into 
a Monarchy by Conquelt,e#c:! of: this the Doctor ſpeakes not a word, 
perhaps he is naw aſhamed of that icomparifon. '2. He ſaid, there 
Was greatcr caſe of Reſiſtance then, than now. 1 antiyered, There 
I Was 
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. Þ* Bilſon,admit of refi 
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was chenno cax/e 3t all : Not for Religion, being then, no part of the. 


Law : Not Liberties; becauſe then that was paſt, the Governmene 
changed ;-and an Oath taken of abſolute ſubjeftion. Have I by thefe 
things granted a berty of Reſiſtance of Gods Ordinance'to this peo- 


ple - anddeny-it to:thoſe? No; Neither They, nor We , not that en-- 


ed Senate ; nor our free Parliaments, na cauſe, nopriviledge can 
juftifie this. Yea I afcribe more to Gods Ordinance of Pawer,then He : 
He ayes that in a limited ſtate we owe only paſſive ſubjeHion to ex- 
ceeding commands of a Prince by promiſe limiting himſelfe in the uſe 
of his power. I fay; though he {in in exceeding ſuch promiſe; yer we 
owe him allo Aﬀtive obedience in luch commands which Gods Law 
forbids us not to be eAFive in, Neither doe I bring DoRor Bilſns 
teſtimony to prove that Religion was then no part of the Law, as he 


aftirmes I'doe, p.77. but ſure he neither heeded what I had written, 
nor What himſelfe wrote, I laid down an Afertion that Gods Ordi- - 
nance of which S* Pay ſpeakes, is the Power and the Perſon of him 


which is ſupremely inveſted with that Power ; and for this did I bring 
D* Bilſon; who, explaining the Power there forbidden to be reliſted, 
layes it « the Princes Will mot againſt his Lawes ; but agreeing to 
his Lawes, Here he ſerves D* Bilſon and other Divines, as before the 
King,and the Parliaments, teaches them a meaning contrary to their 


words : They mane ſuch ftates as may by the knowne Lans uſe force-" 


able reftraint:: No ſuch meaning of his words ; He makes no diſtin- 
Qion of ſtares ; but expounds, the Text in queſtion, ſpeaking of Gods 
Ordinance ingenerall, in all Rulers : He knowes it well enough; and 
therefore addes,T bey Were willing to excuſe qqgynnuch as might be thoſe 
motions of the Proteſtants in France and the Low-Comntries, but 
had they lived now,they Woulid bave Spoken more cautelouſly. That is, 
They iſpake raſhly, wronged the truth,. and reached their conſcien- 
ces: to excuſe the commotions and rebcllions of thoſe dayes. This is like 
3 PoRtor. -But he likes the Homilie better then them all, that fpeakes 
home, be fayes ;, but what, he ſpeakes nor, nor doe I anſwer. But he 
will try #beforce of this exception, becauſe 1 profeſſ e, with M" B gr- 
rowes, againſt Reſiſting of Authority though abuſed: eAnd with 
5 A the Princes Will againſt the Lawes : This 
# faſt and looſe, ſayes be, How ſat. Inlimited Monarchies, where the 
Prince hath no Authoricy. beyond the Law: 'thefe an at beyond the 
Law is unauthoritative and mcercly private; ſo that it is no ab»ſing of 

| | Authority; 
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Authority ; butan exceeding of Authority, Authority abuſed toun- 
due ating of matters within its compaſſe, M* Brrowes ſpeakes of, 
and that muſt not be reſiſted, But the Princes will ating againlt his 
Law, thar is matters without the compaſſe of Authority is not Gods 
ordinance, fayes D* Bilſon, ard ſo may be reſted inits inſtruments. I 
ſtill fay, ler him prove ſuch acts to proceed from Authority, I will dil- 
claine Reliſtance of their wſtruments, eicher che meanelt ConFable 
in the Land, or Sou/dzer in thearmy. But how cloudes he this truth 
Which as cleare as theday ? 1. In that Government under Which the 
Apoſtle lived, men might not reſiſt, though the Powers commanded 
contrary to Law,as oft they did : Not under the eAtrian E pperonrs, 
though religion Was then a part of the law,p.78, Anſwer, -1.D* Ab- 
bot that learned Biſhop of Sarum was of another judgement z De- 
monſtrat. eAntichrift, c.7. In that Government he doth diſtinguiſh 
the Chriſtians carriage according to the diſtin&tion of rimes, Ac firſt 
before Religion was eſtabliſhed by Law, cedebantur, non cedebant, 
but after Conſtantines time when it was eſtabilſhed by Law. Cadees 
bant ,non cedebantar. 2. We may grant it in that Government, becauſe 
it was abſolute, and the Laws were to the Prince but moral limitations 
of exerciſe : And, as I have often acknowledged, Ads of the Princes 
will, exceeding ſuch limication, are poteſtatsve, and mult not be reſi- 
ſed ; but ir will not follow that therefore they are to, in goveraments 
where the Laws are limitations of the power it ſelte, apd exceeding. 
aQs are not poteſtative.Sure inthole times, as patient as the Chriſtians 
were, under their perſecutours, if their Religion and perſons had been 
aſſaulted withogt Authority, they would have made Reliſtance: And 
this is all-we affirme. 2. He makes two inquiries, -1. Whether the tirſt 
Parli:ment ih, Qu. Z/izaberhs reigne might have reſiſted her endea- 
vours to change the eſtabliſhed Religion? Anſwer, They had ſinned in 
withſtanding theintroduction of truth, and the Abolition of Falſhood; 
yer, civilly, and: legally they mighc have done it : and abrogare a Law 
without the Frares the could not. Baur, bleſſed be God there was no 
ſuch oppoſition ; but a joynt conlent of all three Legiflative Powgs. 
2, How can theputting down of Epiſcopal Government, be now J4- 
{tihed which Rtands by Law ? Anſwer, It cannot, unlefle chere be a 
confluence of the conſent of all three ; nor doe I believe it is intended 
without the Kings conſent. Unleile their conſtant doctrine and pra- 
ctilz co overthrow the liberties and Government of this Kingdoine 
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into Arbitravigcsdoe prove them i all their ſort ſabverſive, and'incon- 


 {iftcntivad its(afobaing! :Lor;rhevefors the Door ard thiereſt-of 


chem:lovke how they contintieto maintain ſuch de/iPrnitive Doitrins 
forthey will fooner remove themſelves out of: this Chareh; then the 
Sabj<Rs outof thoir ancientand juſt-Liberties. + IS 


- - At kerigthſetusſeerhat hofayes againſt-the abſolute condition-of 


the-Romane iEmperont's. | Hre:o them exreption i theyWire' abſolicte Mo« 
arches; : aud therefore motito br reſiBl41ong : Anſi"He he os mani- 
felt injury:Se2 my. Treatiſe .no where {o ar 316; 107 hive 1 any need; 
for Icqually afftratit of /imited/as of ab/olnte power that they owght not to 
beref;ſted;tor theyare equally Gods Ordinance, wt extends tothe pows 
ers that are ::Nember have. b any\nced of that diltiaRion to ſatisfi: the 
Apoſtles Text * Tafſerted not theabſoluteneſſs of the Imperiallautho« 
ritic for any ſuch reaſon: ; but againt his falſe affirmation, 7hat that 
Senatt.in $* Paulrtime, might challenge more then our great Councell cay 
now;Here is apparent-il dealipg.But what can he oppoſe to whatT ſaid 
about tbe abſobwrenerofthole Roman: Emperours ?:'1.1t carmor be cleared 
that they Were dc jure abſolmte. An. Yes,it canzaccording to the Doctors 


- 


own grounds;far, 1.There wasa full Conqueſt made by Juli Ca/ar in - 
Seneca. c3-that fatall battell againſt Pompey not only of him;but in and with him; 


ſol a1 {ar-.gf the whole Senate, for in co prima acies ſenatus fait fays Sexeca, And the 


ſtruglipg remainders of the free Sexate.were again: vanquiſhed: in that 
_ battle of O Gpviw againſt -Caſſivs and Bratxs.: From that time all bein 
proſtrate tu big 7Fi#. 2. There was a fubmiſſiorrto.an Abſolute yoake, 


Annal lol. Rome pert in ſer vieipm Conſules,PairresEquerlays Tacitus:yea the Se. 


1þ.1z;# 11: went out of the Gourt,,'O homines ad ſervitutem matos | 


| nate was ſo forwatd:t9 it, that Tiberius; was wontto tay, as oft bo he 
"3, Thete 
was.allo ancſtablibment of.this ſubjeAian by an Oath : for the Sexate 
and Armies.were brought under the ſimebond ; and all this before St 
. Pauls corverſion- That which he brings out of latter Amhours,p.80, 
of the Lex regia, 944 popmlus principh omue. ſnnm imperium &: poie tan 
Fem.contwlit.: and his conjeures of it's not being before Yeſpaſians 
tync, is not wortha looking iato: It was a formall comolement of 
fattery to givethat tohim.in words, which he had in power and Uſe 
ſo many yeares before, Alſo that of their forbearing the Diadem and 
Titleof King, being contented only with that of Prince, was but the 
putting on a ſilken vaile upon a rough government, Vader that 
ſmooth Title the people and Senate were held as. much under, as the 


grand 


Ig” 
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grand ſeignexs or Perflan now hold their Vaſlils.. But they did/perquams 

din magnam poteſtatis partemeum ſenatucanmunicare, p80. They did 

10;,* Twas thejg indulgence,. or rathirpolicetdimpartits: Its afhir- 

med, not by uncertaine Colle&ions of late Authours ; but by Tacs. 


149, who isinſtar omnium in this buſinefle 3 wf «Auguſtus the firſt and 
beſt of them all, Poſiro Trinmwviri nomine, canſutens \{e; ferens, inſurgere 


paulatim, munia CMagiſtratunm!\ ſenatus, Legum inſttrahtre ;. andiot ſ Lok 


Tiberius, that imaginem antiquitatss ſenarni prehebats , Thicy conveyed 


their Wi/through the old channellof the Serere,: that it might reliſh 


the better with the peofle 3 yetat-pleaſixe did what+ they: liſted, by 
them, and againſt them:« !2..- Hefayes: The Fpoſthe in:he-reaſon a- 
gainſt Reſiftunce hatirna; reſjztt to the abſolute :or {imited: condition” of 
thoſe: Roman Emperors, Nor doe 1 fay, he bath: the Reaſon the ur- 
gethis the Ordinance of God, . Which is tru&without diltinQion of the 
Wholc latitude of Power. | 3; A lined condition doth no more ins 
ferre a law fiuline ſfe of reſrFFance for exorbitances, then an Abſolnte, p, Rr. 
I fay no!, that it doth:; nocondition can ivferre a lawfulacF: of Re- 
ſiſtance of the Power, though abuſed ;* but here ts the provitedge- of a 
people under alimited Monarch, his exceeding «As are not abufes of 
Power ; but ſimply 0» poreſtative ; and thercfore their Agents*may 
be reliſted, without refilting the power; wich is notfoin an ab/olare 
Rwleg \if there were no priviledge; why did-tacn trouble themſctves 
1m conitituting Limitations, and Mixtuvtes ina State : Ina word,un+ 
Ie: he can prove Power in all Limited States, tor ve\utlimited-: and 
all the Atrof ww 1ri the ſupreme toflow from Gogh Qrdmancer: He las 
bours in vainfrom that text, oranyelſetoiconcludt-againſt ktaflance 
of ſubverſive Inftriments 1n a mixed Goverament;, 3 -- £291 v1.7; 


| Cas. bn « X I . 4 ] 
Hts ninth Seftion Anſwered : the Reaſons againſt Reſiſtance farific: Pee, 
thoſe for. Reſiftance vindicated. a NL. 


| \ m 
\ LRN SNYEERI . IJ" 


\V E are now come to his /aft Seftion{Infexatnination of which $.3,11 


it will appeare that hz hath as little Reaſon as Stripture 2- 
againſt that Reſiftance: which I have afſcrtec ja wy 7 7eati/e, Herein 
he doth two things, 1. Brings his Rea/ons againlt Refiitance, 2 En 
deavours to anſwer theſe Which I broazbtfer tt; But for more evi- 
dent proceeding about both, we muſt diltinAly call to mind the ues 
ſtion, of what it is, 1+» .It isof Reſiſtance i#1h1s Fate; that is, a itate 

T3 whict 
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whichT liave proved to be/imired and mixed in the very power it (lfe, 
2: {tis onlp bf Reffhorceof ae orndiior Inſtraments: Therefare if his 

Wthſans docinotrachtofuth aRieiftance,they are got to the pur- 
1 vo $3. entrant eg; 3-532 *; b 

_ Now againſt Refiſtance the Do&ovr brings no fewer then nine 
Reafenry Fn his firſtbooke he had only five, bere ht bath made up in 


;,; hutaber; whatthey wanted .in weight--+L will infew words anſwer 
' themdiftinftly, for many need hot7? x, His firlt is fromthe Wi/dow 


of (odpntring ha people under Kings, Without power of Refiſtance ; tha 
froulabe to wnftend of a moſt forcenble” Reaſon, p84. Anſw, Well it 
may beinflead of one; but it is not 6nc..: For x, It was their deſire to 
bender ar) Abſolate 'Govyernmeac, \vs theiruneighbour. Couttrics 
were; and they offended God in it, -as Lyra obſerves; therefore: he 
giving them fuch a King aFthey detired ; did not in his wiſdome in- 
tend a $nding firme for all people t-I thinke.the DoRout will not 'af- 
fictne hedid: _ + 2, Jfhemeane Refiftance of their P rink bis. Author 
m1y and per ſors, F grant they were fo put under :; 3nd ſo are we, atd 
all that are put under 2ſonarches ; butifhe mean the As of the Prin« 
ccs willwhich werenor Anthoritative ; I do denit it, and the former 
alledged inſtances prove they were not: and that is all I affirme in 0» 
:< 2, Te Word-of God:givbs no direftion for it, Tim Prophets call not on 
the: Elders for it : This new Taftumnent commend: patience in ſaffering for 
Well-doing,: Auſw/1, "Ir (501 matters negative reaſonings from Scrip< 
turckrenor providg;. 2, The word givesproving and imitable ex» 
ampkegfdr it; agbctbre vimddndecd/theScripruredoth cvery way gus 
ſtifie refiſtance of ctn-throvt&anl* privato: deſtructive Afſaulters ) bf 
Laws and Libertics, who have no Authority derived to them ; and I 


dcteng.no och TRENT FT * 
"3." T he Apoſtle forbids Refiflance of the Powers, not from any compat® 
of the people, but fromthe Ordinance of God. *Tis trae 3 for no come 


| PaRefprople:couldefhablith an adrefittible Power without the Oras- 


naxceof God, . I ackiowl:dgethe Apoſtles ground for it : and theres 
forcallow.norcfiſtance where there is Gods Ordinance to fecure them, 
not for any abuſe, 6 ERCIOND, 2! 

4. To be ſupreme and next to God puny from Reſiſtance, p, 
85. Igrantall ; His Pex/on, his Power is hereby fecured :1 condemn 


all riſing up againſt the Kg - but inſtraments of O——_— 
| thing 


_ 
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thing of the King in them : nathis per/ox por Autheriticis riſen up a» 
ainh intheg, For his conceits about j#4 Regs I have faid enough 
above, Neither doe I giyc to the Houſes the power of the Lacedeme- 
ian Fphori.. They. bad an Authority over the: very perfon of the 
King : which the Howes claime not, I give themno-more then Cal- 
wiz doth to the three Eſtates in their generall meetings. The Ductor 
well knowes what I will anſwer him ; which he ſecks tocvade, r.By 


affirming that che Reſiſting of Inſtruments afling by his Power, Which he 


bath committed to them, uu areſiting =_ p.86. *Tis true, it is fo; 
but we ſpeake of inſtruments, Which att not by his power, that is, his 
Amuthoritie ; but by his will in a courſe excecding the Limitation of his 
Authority. Could he prove that a limited Prince could commit Power 
to doc afts without the bounds of his Power, the Dneſtion were an- 
ſivcred, els he beggs it, but anſwers it not, 2. He Would deſire 
me to look again upon the two eAſſertions of the Reverend Divines Which [ 
rejeft: He cannot conceive, how I can retaine my owne A ſſertion, and rejett 
theirs, The DoRour hath a great mind to pick ſome contradiction 1n 
me; bat ſtill failes in his endeavour, In good earneſt, doth he ſpeake 
really, whenhe ſayes, he canner conceive, &c. Well, let us looke a» 
aine on the two eAſſertions which I reze& in them, 1. Governours 
ho under pretence of Amboritie from Gods Ordinance diſturbe the quiet 
and godly life, ave farre from bring Ged Ordinance in ſo doing, 2. This 
tyrannie not being Gods Ordinance, they Which reſiſd it even With 
armes, reſi not the Ordinance of God, Doe I defend any Aſſertions e- 
quivalent totheſe. Rather I aſſert in that Treatiſe, and here alſo the 
contrary, I, Gevernours Whither in abſolute or limited" States, keeping 
Within the meaſure of their power, may diſt urbe the quiet and godly life, and 
yet be Gods Ordinance in that att, though croſſing the end of Gods Ordie 
nance init. 2. Powers though abuſed, y:t being Gods Ordinance, the 
Which reſiſt even tn abuſive atts of it, reſiſt the Ordinance of God, Ts 
here nodiff:rence# Cannot I retaine this Aſertian, that exceeding 
Ai in limited Monarchie are not Gods Qrdinanee, /and may in in- 
Atuments be reliſted : And yet re je theirs, who maintain reſiſtance 
of Governours themſelves, in all a#ts of abuſed power ? He makes no dif- 
ference between, Atrexceeding bounds of power 2 and Atts of abuſed 
power : but of this maxe then enough before. 3.-' But be Will anſwer 
more particularly, fo.he had need. What is it ? He that beares the ſword, 
that bs, kas the [upren:e Power, gives ( onmiſſion to nnder- Mmiſters for 


Frſtics; 
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aſtice ; and toothber' Officers for the Militia: "If there re the Refopaneb of” 
ts though abuſs wes we the a FeſiiBanoe: of on e* +687 48 
alſe of theſe, "BE grant alſ't"fo? jt procettds only of 'Mifr 
baſmg Pawer-qommiteed totheitt riotof. Bxcellcs meats propre Bower," "1-will 
retott it," Eike-avifrochor the /yprepie ou row of Iu ceto a 
Juaee andhe exceeding unto Atts without the pre n7 s'Com- 
miflion is buta privateiman itithoſe As and maybe reliſted: o if 
ConmiſſionofoAr ues te give $08 Gwyeral, &e; 

5. . Snbjettion is Jhe to d Prince, and thi comrary\ forbidden Without "P 
Rintianef a good and bud Prince. Tegrant:it, and give the reaſon, be-" 
cauſe they are:Gods Ordinance : but the Queſtion 15 of inſtruments of 
yr 9 Ads, ia which they are-not Gods Ordinance. 

ood reafor that he.Vehich- bath the ſupreme 'Trieff, lhonld have the' 
centitie)p.8g, Avſw, It is ſo; Aud ſo-we grant him ; for he 
Fabia | ſceurity. from all violerice for both Per/o» and Authoritie, 
what ever exorbitance hebreakes out unto, The people havenot ſo; 
Ever Subjet mr the penalty of the Law for it's franGgrefft . 
_ S&i$2But thoDptor forgets his Cliznrs, HE is not argning for ſceus' 
ritie.gf Spreraizres ;/ but abiefs it they may.beſocilled, w ; which en- 
deavourtsfubyert lawes and goverhinents. -But may we not alſo ſy, 
I it-is Cap goSatha the ſupreme ſhould haye the greateſt fecuritic ;' fo 
therpcople wuld haveſonie fevuritie';vand* fot be expoſed liks 
bruit beaſtstothedatage luſts of every inftrament of cruelty : having 
ooly.thisto.comfore theni,:that they fin-infodoing? 'and fo they doe, 
which with<tuelty deſtroy even the bruit creatures, 

6 he CEN Gower Vermont," fr Vhe enidyirig of Which, 

Fe {$408 ue /aorldbedre. Viah the Exorbitante}. Still his ſpeikes 
utnothing to the purpoſe ; ; for wedifpute not of exor- 
fneredeus 2 who havethe power ;- but of them whohaye'»» pow- 
e& for what thcy.doe, In: exorbitancesof lefſer nature, Sher. Will-ma 
care inftraments; :but1i6 ivagainſt reaſon that- the” bench? Fwe hav 
by,their Gqveramgnt hanld cauſa us ts beare withthem” who would 
deltray their. laws and government, for of ſuch is theQue eſtion.I won« 
der here againe he brings Calzin,* when he cannot but know that he 
i5expreſſcly. for power of Refitancein the Houfſts : and, no doubt P, 
Herr, andyghe reſt tpllaw, Cotuininithis,' IT 7 

8.:\Po Power. Of ReYs/Brwnot vi 9) uhdaBts World bd a Wore wa 2g the 
Hed admnt/ut whyfanktrte; hp ir Were is Without ir,4p.99, 
Vhy 
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Why would it beſo ? Jr World be 4 contizuall Seminary of jealonſies 
twixt Prince and people, and confuſion through the continuance of the mile 
ehiefes of W«rre, Corccrning this Argument of his, fcc p. 60, of my 
Treatiſe, where it is fully ſatisfied. 1, Who will believe the power 
of Reſiſting dcſtruQive inſtruments, ſhould be more deſtruRive, then 
tolet themalone without Reſiſtance ? 2. Suppoſe by abuſe of this pow 
er tFoſc evils ſhould happen ( for it ſo fals out to the beſt phy ſicke, 
where the nocumentous humours are preyailing )' yet this 1s tut by 
accident : fech Power per ſe and of its owne nature tends to the pre» 
venting of ſubycrſion. On the contrary ,by woefull experience, this 
Do&rine of the unreſiſtiblencſſe of ſuch men, hath nurſed up a brood 
of audacious projeteurs, and where it is taught, a fate will never 
be without them. Whereas, if the Truth were -knowne it would re» 
fraine the ſpirits of wicked men from paracide. and State ſubverſion, 
Neither can any thing be more miſchievous, then to teach an impuni= 
tic for projetours, and Agents of miſchiefe : and he bath not the rea» 
ſon ofa man who argues atherwiſe, 3. Neither can this doctrine, 
as the Repher traduces it, extend to the depoſing of Princes, or the de. 
wini/hing of their Authority, for it concernes only their /nſtruments, 
not their Perſons, their Abſolute, cxtra-legall Fi; not their e4#- 
ohority. And foriealouſies, they will be more bred by that D#Arine 
which gives the Prince a Power to undoe the State, then by that 
which terminates both; and gives neither a power to ſubvert the other; 
Danger is the nurſe of jealoulie ; that which takes away power of hur- 
ting takes away Danger; and ſorcmoves zealonſies : but indeed ſuch 
which have a plot of breaking up the hedge of Government, and 
bringing lawlcfſe powers into a State, care not for having ſuch a Po- 
wer in thoſe Hag/es whom it would cauſe them to feare, and looke 
on with continhall jealonſier. The Homily of Rebellion is in vaine ci- 
ted againlt that which 1s no rebellion. 

9. The laſt and weakeſt of all is that of rhe hearts of Kings being in 
Gods hands, Prov,21.1. and that of Gods Covenant With D avid and his 
feed, 2 Chron.6.16.& 9.17. How the DoRor can draw hence a con» 
cluſion againſt Reſiſtance cf ſubverſive inſtruments, I cannot imagine, 
Sure if theſe Texts had any proving force in them, they had not been 
brought ſo late: Rather their place had been in the former Scion, 
where in th: cloſe he ſaies, He choſe onely to inſiſt on thoſe Texts Which 
are fit to beare argument, but here he hath broke his word, yet he is ex- 
culable,for hc had no better, K At 
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. © Atlengthhe comes'to my Arguments brought for Refſtarce.If they 
be not more concluding then his, would they bad never ſeen the light, 
nor come to ſhe cyc of any judicious man, Let us ſce what he hath to 
ſay tothem. | : 

I. That Reſiſtance is lawfall which is no Reſiſtance of the Ordi- 
nance of God ; but this of ſubverſive 1nſtruments is not, being neither 
of the Perſon nor. Authority of the Prince, He fayes, He hath propo- 
ſed and anſwered this above under his third and fourth Reaſons, And there 
I. doubt not but the invaliditic of his Anſwer doth platnly appzare, 

2. Without this Power 'pf Reſiſtance all limitation of Goyern- 
ment is vaine; and all formes reſolve into that which is arbitrary, He 
tels me, My Argument is inconſequent by my owne deſcription of Abſs- 
lute Monarchie : ſo that the reſtraint of a limited Monarch is Legal 


and Moral, not forceable and Military, p,9z3. 1 anſwer, I deſcribe li- 


mited and Abſolute Monarchie not by Force ; but the having or not 


oo 


having a bounds of Will ; but how abſurd it is when the diſtintive cone * 


ceit in the definition of a limited Monarch, is 4 Law terminating his 
Will to take it of a moral! terminating, which is common to all, not 
only Monarches but men ? -Efpecially fith I explaine my felfe-ſo fully 
afterwards, as I doe; there p.7. in the three degrees of abfolutencfſe, 
ButMhave abovecnough diſcoycred the fraud and falſhood of his con» 
founding of Legal and morall Limitation ; and have prooved that to 
give a Limited Monarch only a morall Limitation, 1s to reſolve all 
mto Abſolate and Arbitrary,for the moſt abſolute under heaven hath 
morall limitation. | 

3-- Such Power is due to a publique State for its preſervation which 


js allowed to.a particular perfon. Heanſwers, this is not univerſally 


true, Why-not? a State is more worthy, and comprehends a multi» 
tude of particular men :: doth »wmberdetraRt from their privilege ? He 
would ſeeme to have reaſon for his deniall : A private man hath by the 
taw sf nature power of [elfs-preſervation Again the force of another private 
man; yet x this power yeelded up in regard of (vill Power, and not to be 
uſed againſt perſons indued With ſuch power, p.94 1+ He ſtill ſpeakes 
Truth ;/ but not to. the Queſtion :- which js not of perfons inaved with 
ciuill power ;but ſtigh as-we have proved-to have »o power;grant them ex» 
dueYWith poxergneither: a particular man: or a whole Community mult 


refilt them;: but having none, it is much more allowable in a pub/zque 


Kate, ther-a particular perſons. 3, He ſpeakes of a power. yeeldex wp, 
| | as 
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as if in all governments the people doe ſimply yeeld up all power of 
Reſiſtance into a full ſubjeRien unto all ARs of the Princes will : 
Whereas we have prooved, that in limited Governments it is not ſq; 
but to the Princes Will meaſ: red and regulated by a Law ; and there- 
fore they have that power (till, in reſpec of all inſtruments of aRs of 
Will not ſoregulated,. 

But it is obſervable, that p 9g, the DoRcur is beaten off from his 
owne grounds, and yeelds up inthe Cloſe of his booke a full V:&ory 
to Truth. Which wil appeare if we looke backe to his fir{t books, 
and SefF,1x. where he propoſcth the Queltion in his own termes, Whi« 


ther if a King be bent or ſedgced to ſubvert Religion, Laws and Liberties, 


Subjetts may take up armes and reſt. He undertakes to maintaine the 
Negative ; and here was the beginning of the controverſic, Now ſee 
in this Replie how he is ſunck and ſtollen off trom that which he un» 
dertooke ro defend ; and uponthe matter grants us the Caxſe, For, 
I. By bent or ſeduced to fubvert, he tels us, he means not a purpoſe of 
the mind, but doing many Atts arbitrarily tending to ſubuerſion ; as it he 
would yeeld, that (fuppoſing him bent, that is purpoling and iaten- 
ding it in his mind and courſe) he might be refitted, 2. Nay, by 
[ bent to ſubvert ] he does not meane ſo much as As ſubverſive ; but 


onely eAtts tending to ſubverſion of themſelves ; for the frame of govern« * 


ment and Lawes cannot be ſubverted Without the conſent of the two Houſes. 
So that now the Queſtion is rather, Whither ſubverſion be poſſible by 
ſuch inſtruments ; then Whether their Reſeſt ince be lawful : Sure it were 
pitty to diſturbe them by Reliſtance 1n ao impollible worke : ket 
them run on rather till they {ze their owne vanity and folly : but ſup- 
poſe they ſhould bring it to paſſ: ; then it would be too late to come 
to this Doctor and tcll him, he was deccived, and did deceive, Cer- 
tainly rhoſe great Polititiang whe have had this deſigne 1n mana- 
givg fo many yearrs, are not of his mind, Yea, ſuppole it can» 
not be done Without the conſent of the Honſes ; yet the Doctour 
can tell u5 1n another caſe, that where there 1s an unreſiltible power , 
Conſent cannot long be Wanting, What then, will he yceld us a pow= 
cr of Reſiitance, if we can proove ſuch a defigne poſlible ? 

Here alſo becauſe the DoRtor ayes this liberty Which I allow 4 State 
for its preſervation, tends rather to its ſabverſion. p.g4. and every 
where calumniates meas an inducer of confuſion, and Anarchie, and 
my Ailertions as openihg a way to Revellion.j t concerncs me cffectual- 
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Nctovindicate mytife;and the truth which T maintainefrom theſe af. 
perſions:; and make-it appeare that. the power of Reſiftance I defend 
i2nota rencdy. worle:-then the.difeale of tabverſion.. Which I can doe. 
ng better way, then by, a-poſitive: ſetting downe. themaked crath which 
L:averre in. this and: the: former Treatile z and (hew how-it ſhuts ap: 
every. way to theſe evills which he layes TY tomy charge; 
1s; I afſert no forceable Reſiſtance in any eaſe but abverſive and ex- 
tremse. 24. Subverſive and extreme cales reſpect either particular men , 
ar the whole ſtateand-Governmenr. . For. particular men even-inex- 
treme caſes of ſtate orlifo, I allow ne-p»blikg Reſiſtance : bur appeale 
ific may be had; or if nor, yernopmb/iky Reſiſtance : forwhether the 
wrong be done him by. inferiout I Magftrates;either ir is, 
1n Under forme-and courſe of Law;.and power commerred them ; and: 
then toxrelilt,is co relilt thepower. 2:Or without all forme and courle of 
| Law/and power committed to.them ::and'then a man values his (tate 
and life roo-high, to make pab1ikerefiſtance, and* bring on the ſtare a 
generall diſturbance for:his private good, and ſins, chongh not againſt 
Godsordinapceof Power,in this calcy, yet againſt. the pab/ike peace and 
veal, . For the whole ſtate or governmesr, and the laſt caſes of irstub- 
verſian, .of: which the _ the Queltion. 1:.1 condemane alt. 
force-ufed againſt the Perſon ' the fupreme, or his Power and Autho- 
rity.in any.inferiour Mimſters:thereaf. 2. 1+ averre nor publike force« 
able reſiſtance of Miniſters of aQts of wall which areonly atuall inva- 
ſions,..or exceſſes of limiration ;. and notiuch as plainly argue. a bene of 
{#barcr ron, and apparent danger thereof, if prevenrion be not uledz fo + 
that.the DoRor.goes from the Queſtion, and comes home to me, when , 
he faycs here thac he fpeakes only-oF the former fort. . 3;-1 attirme nor 
force jn thisutmolt caſe ro beaftamed by privare men againſt deſtru.. . 
@iveinſtruments:of the Fwinces will: a&- if 'any man were warranted 
on. his own-imagination of pablike danger to raiſe forces for preven- 
cion. ' Bur the({orgyts of Fuftice; and elpecially the ſupreme: Cone, to 
whom theconfervarion of Government and Law is commuted, and a 
Power not only to reſiſt; bat a6 cenfureand punith.its violacers; much 
more its {ubverters without regard of w-zber or Warrant, (The Law 
" ſuppoſing no-warrant canbe: in fuch cate) Thus is thepower of Rehu 

fiance which 1.haveadtlerted : -and if” this beinducing o .CevisÞWarre,, 
aria Way £0 ſahverfion and Rebellion: It is. a Warre trailed by-d: far, 
days of Lyons again jabverreroof Laws:  ARebrilion railed by Aa. . 
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itrater having Autbority, againſt inſtruments of arbitrarine(ſs 
un bots 24 vefifnce rendeng to yeah 4a burof _ 
but ſpbverters. .'T15good reafon then, itſcemes, if deſtroyers grow ro 
the namber and ſtrength otan Army, for Magiſtrates to ler them alone; 
and:not raifearmes o ſuppreſle them, leſt theyiopen-a way to confu- 
fion and bring on the mitcries of acivill Warre..- This s the Doors 
ſervative Doctrine, and my contrary 1s deitrw#ive. 4. Iargued 
from the end of the tnſticuct.on of the Houles, and their intereſt inmss 
king Laws,and preſerving the frame. - Hefayes: ths i grounded on my 
falſe ſuppoſail of their being joyned With the K ing in the very ſove= 
naigne power, p.g96. Anſwer; I have juſtified that ſuppoſally- and ma- 
nifcited his ſtrange boldnefle in-denying ic againR: the'Kings, and fo 
many P arliamencs diret-athrmatiens ;; and deſire the reader. ro take 
notice, that this is Calvins argument for Reſiſtance, in the place above 

recited, how ever the Dofordoch make ſo tight of it. 

5. From the power of 6xf#r10x7 Comrts topuniſh vivlaters of Law; - 
thoagh pretending a warrant-of the Kings will for it. He ſayes this 
Argument u 1nconſequent to prove power of rayſing Armies to oppoſe 
the Forces of their Soveraigne. Hehalt:ns to a concluſionand-weig 
nt much what he aniwers. I fay it concludes inevitably : for if the 
Kin7s warrant- to violate Law, will not privitedge oze from forc>ob 
juſtice,thennort a h4ndred, not an Army of violaters, Their multirude 
makes the danger greater, and the Kingdome- more unhappy ; -not 
MalefaQtors more priviledzed. The forces of the Soveraigne 1n trath, + 
are the Forces raiſed to a: fend his Government ; not thoſe which are 
raiſed to ſubvert ic. They are his, which have his Authoritative Will; 
not thoſe which have only his arbirrary. If ever Reaſons did demon- 
{trace a truth, Lam confident thele five have made good, The power of 
the eftates in Parliament to reſiſt ſubverſive inſtruments, be they 
more or fewer, : 


Thus -have I traced this Aurhour through his Reply 3. and whether Sc.33 


T have not ſufficiently; vindicated my Treatiſe from ic, I referre my 
{«lfe to. the conſcience of every one who+hath the #nd-rſtanding of a 
1dicsous man ; and the impartiality of a juft man. In my Ccap:$, is 4 
moderate debate of rhe prelenc contention » .and divers Petitions ten= 
ding to pacification it it had been poſfible : bur he coucherh not on that 
chapt. . His diſcourle thowes him to have nothing to do2 with fo= 
deration ;.gor doth deiire Peace, bur on the germes of a full dedition 
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into the hands of ſubyerſive inftruments. I have done with bim : He 
reſolved, 1 Anſwered.} He hath replyed. I have returned on ic. I am 
even with him; and in truth above-him, I am ſure. Now I delire to 
{pin out this contention no'longer. - Yet it he, or any elſe plealc to re- 
joyne, I wiſlthe would tave himlelfe, and me a labour : to ler alone the 
booke ; and deale only with the 4*Þ, and 5*> Chapters concerning the 
DoCtors ſuppoſals ; if he can make good them ; and invalidate mane, 
as much as in me lieth, I will yeild him the cauſe : bur I judge it im- 
poſlible, if I know what is impoilible. The God of ſpirits allay the iþi- 
rits of men from this extreme oppoſition : And give ſuch a iſſue ro 
theſe Wofull Warrs,that the ſcepter of Chriſt, the Gofþell of Peace may 
be fully ſubmuted to and maintained byi a King enjoying inviolate hs 
due ſoveraignty ; and a People their due and law full liberties, Amen. 


. 5 Pull. 45. 
Let your moderation be known unts all men : The Lord is at hand. 
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